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sible as yet to say what percentage of increas on pre 
sent fees would result. We think we can 

roughly what the percentage of increase is likely to or 
It appears from various returns which we analysed last 
year (22 Sonrcrrors’ Journat, 328) that the actual 
a t of the annual fees received in all the offices of 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Heascue.. expressed a rather wide-spread feeling 
-of anxiety when he asked in the House of Commons on 
‘Monday what was likely to be the amount of the annual 
sum to be levied on suitors under the Courts of Justice 

Building Act, 1865, Amendment Bill. We drew atten- 
tion some weeks ago to the proposal in the Bill to in- 
crease the fees and percentages in the High Court of 
Justice and the Court of Appeal by such an amount as 
“will represent an annual sum equal to six per cent. upon 
‘the balance advanced out of public money for the com- 
pletion of the buildings ; this increase of fees and per- 
~centages to continue for twenty-five years. It appears 
‘from Sir H. Selwin-Ibbetson’s answer that the amount 
to be charged may be approximately stated at some 
£35,000 a year; but he added that it would be impos- 





the Supreme Court may be set down at somewhere about 
£384,000. Assuming, therefore, that the amount to be 
charged is £35,000 a year, the proposed increase will 
be under ten per cent. on the existing scale. 





Tue errecr of the classification of appeals as appeals 
from interlocutory orders and appeals from final orders 
has been lately commented on in the Court of Appeal 
at Westminster as, in some respects, unsatisfactory. 
Interlocutory matters are put into a separate list and 
this list is taken once a week, and gone through until it 
is exhausted. This is obviously necessary with regard 
to matters really interlocutory, in the sense that they are 
collateral matters incidental to the procedure in an 
action. Such matters require to be decided promptly, and 
this would be impossible if they were put into the general 
list of appeals. But a great many matters are in form 
interlocutory which, in substance, are not like these in- 
cidental matters to which we refer, and have no claim to 
be put forward at the expense of the cases in the general 
list of appeals. For instance, the recent case of The 
Queen v. The Bishop of Oxford, which lasted a week, 
was taken as an interlocutory matter because in form it 
arose on a rule for a mandamus. A case such as this is 
not really interlocutory at all. It is as well capable of 
waiting as any of the cases in the general list of appeals. 
Similarly, with regard to new trials, an order 
absolute a rule for a new trial is treated as an interlocu- 
tory matter. But such a matter is not interlocutory in 
the sense that orders with regard to discovery, in- 
terrogatories, and such things, are interlocutory matters. 
The discharge of such an order is really a final order in 
many cases. It seems to us desirable that those who 
prepare the lists of the Court of Appeal should have 
power to discriminate in regard to the question of what 
interlocutory matters are to go into the interlocutory 
list, and what into the general list, and that only those 
matters should go into the former list that are, in sub- 
stance, as well as form, interlocutory. 





Tue question of the allowance of the costs of three 
counsel was before the Court of Appeal on Wednesday 
in a case of Robinson v. Chadwick ; and, as will be seen 
from the note we print elsewhere, a rather important 
intimation was given. The rule stated by the taxing 
masters and indorsed by Vice-Chancellor Bacon in the 
case of In re Lafitte (24 W. R. 7), was that, in order to 
obtain the costs of three counsel, ‘‘ there must not only 
be importance of value, but also an unusual quantity of 
evidence, and an unusual call upon the time of the 
counsel from the length of the hearing.” To this rule 
the Court of Appeal, on Wednesday, appear to have added 
another, also previously suggested by the same Vice- 
Chancellor in a case of Stanton v. Baring (Weekly 
Notes, 1875, p. 188), that on the question of fact, 
whether acase is or is not of this description, the 
decision of the taxing master is final. So at least 
we understand the observations of the judges. The 
Master of the Rolls is reported to have said that the 
court ought not to interfere with the discretion of the 
taxing master unless “ some question of law or of prin- 
ciple was involved” ; and Lord Justice James appears to 
have gone so far as to say that, “So far as he was con- 
cerned such appeals [i.e., appeals such as that before 
the court, on matters of discretion] should never succeed.” 
In Robinson v. Chadwick the action was one of seventy- 
seven brought against the defendant, and was selected 
as a test action. If the rule last year laid down by Mr. 
Justice Fry that the costs of three counsel should always 
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be allowed, ‘‘ whenever a reasonable man, acting with 
reasonable prudence, would not venture to go into court 
without three counsel,” be correct, there would seem to 
have been a good deal to be said in favour of allowing 
the costs of three counsel in the recent case. 





We conress we do not see the force of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’s objection to Mr. Dodds’ proposal 
to substitute for probate and legacy duties one duty 
only, to be levied at a uniform rate upon the value of 
the personal estate of every deceased person. Mr. Dodds 
estimated the rate per cent. of this tax required to pro- 
duce the present amount as four per cent. ; and the Chan- 

ellor of the Exchequer’s argument against the proposal 
was that ‘this would be to place a very heavy charge 
upon successors to property, who probably would, in 
many cases, not find it very convenient to bear it.” We 
take it, however, that Mr. Dodds’ proposal was that the 
duty should be paid by the executor, just as probate duty 
is now paid. Looking at the matter from the point 
of view both of the public revenue and of the successor, 
we should have thought that benefit would result from 
the simplification of the present system of double pay- 
ment in probate and legacy duty. <A large part of the 
present staff at Somerset House might be dispensed with 
and the whole duty would probably be sooner paid than 
at present ; trouble and expense would be saved to exe- 
cutors and successors, and it would, of course, be open 
to a testator to regulate for himself the amount of the 
duty to be paid by each beneficiary under his will. The 
decision of the House was, however, against Mr. Dodds’ 
proposal, but Mr. Gregory succeeded in passing a reso- 
lution affirming that it is expedient to “reconsider and 
revise the progressive rates of probate and administra- 
tion duty, and to afford greater facilities for the assess- 
ment and settlement of legacy and succession duties 
upon future or contingent events, and for the relief of 
executors, administrators, and trustees in respect of the 
same.” The inequality of the progressive rates of probate 
duty on small and large estates is undeniable. As Mr. 
Dodds pointed out, while thirty estates of £1,000 each 
pay probate duty to the amount of £900 between them, 
a@ single estate of the value of £30,000 pays only 
£450 of probate duty. This inequality will now proba- 
bly be remedied. As to the other matters referred to in 
his resolution, Mr. Gregory proposes that executors and 
trustees should be empowered to give notice to the In- 
land Revenue Office that they are about to divide any 
fund in their hands, and inquire if such office has any 
claim for duties upon it, and if no such claim is made 
within a reasonable time, that such executors or trustees 
should be exonerated from personal liability to any 
future claim; that where a legacy is left to one person 
for life or for a limited interest, with remainder to 
another, the executor or trustee should have power to 
pay the duty upon the entire interest in such legacy in 
one amount, and that where there has been unreasonable 
delay on the part of the office in enforcing a claim for 
succession duty against an estate, or the trustees of it, 
say, for ten or fifteen years, the beneficial owner should 
not be liable to pay interest for the duty during that 
period, but the principal only. 





AN ANcIENT sAw, relating to the results of referr- 
ing to apersonage supposed at the time to be distant, 
was illustrated at the Rolls on Tuesday last. The 
learned Master of the Rolls, in the course of a case re- 
lating to infringement of a design, had just been 
remarking that no decision of the English courts 
was reported on the point before him, while there ap- 
peared to be numerous decisions of the American judges 
directly bearing upon it. Hereupon a gentleman came 
into court, sent up his card, and was requested to take 
a seat on the bench. After shaking hands with the 
visitor, the Master of the Rolls announced that he was 








Mr. Justice Treat, an American judge, and at once- 
proceeded to avail himself of the legal knowledge of 
the assessor so opportunely and unexpectedly provided. 





THE LEARNED Master or TuE Rotts is immoveable in 
his resolution not to enforce on suitors the recollection. 


of the birthday of her Majesty in thesame way aslittle boys. 


used to bereminded of parish boundaries—viz., by punish- 


ing them severely. In answer to an appeal made by the- 


leading counsel of his court on Thursday, the learned 
judge again declined to imitate the example of his 
brethren of the Appeal Court, and of the Chancery Divi. 
sion, and the majority of the judges of the common 
law divisions, and to close his court on Saturday. He 
repeated his remark, made on a similar occasion last year, 
that if the judges chose to make arule authorizing the 
courts to be closed on her Majesty's birthday, he should 
be content to obey such rule, but, although he had no 
more dislike to a holiday than other people, he should 
consider it his duty, until such a rule was made, to keep 
his court open on the Queen’s birthday. Would it not 
be as well that a rule should be made one way or the 
other ? 





THE APPORTIONMENT ACT, 1870. 
I, 


Tue recent case of The Swansea Bank (Limited) v. 
Thomas (27 W. R. 491) deserves careful consideration. 
The defendant Thomas was the trustee in liquidation of 
the lessee of a house, and paid rent for the house at the 
Michaelmas quarter-day. Failing in anattemptto disclaim 
the lease as onerous, Thomas assigned over before the 
next quarter-day ; and the question in the recent case was 
whether Thomas was liable to the reversioners, the 
Swansea Bank, for the whole or any part of the rent 
for the quarter during which his interest in the pre- 
mises ceased. It was contended for the bank that 
Thomas was liable to them for rent up to the time when 
he left, on the ground that the case came within the 
Apportionment Act, 1870. ‘The Exchequer Division 
took this view, and held that the bank was clearly 
entitled to recover from Thomas an apportioned part of 
the rent for the part of the quarter during which he 
had been in possession. In other words, they held that 
the effect of the Apportionment Act, 1870, is to enable 
a landlord to recover apportioned rent from an assignee 
of the term who has assigned over during a current: 
quarter or half year. 

Now, it must be admitted at once that the words of° 
section 2 of the Apportionment Act, 1870, that “ From, 
and after the passing of the Act all rents... shall, 
like interest on money lent, be considered as accruing 
from day to day, and shall be apportionable in respect 
of time accordingly,” are wide enough to bear the 
construction the court has placed upon them ; but there 
is 2 familiar rule of construction of Acts of Parliament 
which it may be worth while to apply to the recent case. 
Let us try to ascertain with what the Apportionment 
Act, 1870, was dealing. 

The Act recites that rents and some other periodical pay- 
ments are not at common law apportionable (like interest 
on money lent) in respect of time ; and for remedy of some: 
of the mischiefs and inconveniences thereby arising divers 
statutes have been passed, which are then enumerated. 
The first of these is 2 Geo. 2, c.19. By section 15 of 
this Act it is recited that where a lessor having only an 
estate for life in the lands, tenements, or hereditaments 
demised, happened to die before or on the day on which 
any rent was reserved, the rent or any part thereof was. 
not by law recoverable by the executors or administra- 
tors of such lessor or landlord, nor was the person in 
reversion entitled thereto any other than for the use and 
occupation of such lands, &c., from the death of the tenant. 
for life; and then the section gave to the executors of the: 
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tenant for life a remedy against the lessee for the whole 
or a proportioned part of the rent, as the case might be. 
It is hardly necessary to observe that this provision 
relates to the case of a lease terminating with the life 
of the tenant for life. 

The next statute (4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 22) dealt more at 
large with the subject. After reciting that, by law, 
rents, annuities, and other payments due at fixed or 
stated periods were not apportionable—from which it 
often happened that persons and their representatives, 
whose income was wholly or principally derived from 
these sources, by the determination thereof before the 
period of payment arrived, were deprived of means to 
satisfy just demands; and other evils arose from such 
rents, annuities, and other payments not being appor- 
tionable, which evils required remedy—it was enacted 
by section 2 that rents, annuities, &c., and all other 
payments coming due at fixed periods under any instru- 
ment executed after the passing of the Act should be 
apportioned in such manner that on the death of any 
person interested in such rents, &c., or on the determi- 
nation, by any other means, of the interest of any such 
person, he or his representatives should be entitled to a 
proportion of such rents, &c., calculated up to the day 
of death or determination of interest. The Act gave all 
remedies at law and in equity to the person entitled to 
the apportioned part, but at the same time expressly 
provided that persons liable to pay rents should not be 
resorted to for the apportioned part, but that the entire 
rent should be paid to the person entitled to the last ac- 
cruing portion of it, and then apportioned between the 
recipients, 

The next statute recited in the Apportionment Act, 
1870, (14 & 15 Vict. c. 25), relates to the case of leases or 
tenancies at a rack rent where the estate of the landlord 
entitled for his life or an uncertain interest determines; 
and as is well known, gives the tenant, instead of 
emblements, a right to continue his occupation till the 
expiration of then current year, the succeeding landlord 
being enabled to recover from the tenant a fair propor- 
tion of the rent up to the time of the tenant quitting. 
The statute 23 & 24 Vict. c. 154, also recited in the Act 
of 1870, contains a clause (section 49) as to the appor- 
tionment of rent in case of death where the lease has 
continuance; but as the Act relates only to Ireland it 
need not be noticed further. 


It will be seen from this review of the prior statutes 
that two things were dealt with—the determination of a 
lease by the death of the tenant for life, and the 
apportionment between reversioners of continuing rents, 
and other periodical payments, reserved under an instru- 
ment in writing. This being so, the Apportionment Act, 
1870, recites, as did the previous Act, that rents and other 
periodical payments are not at common law apportion- 
able (like interest on money lent), in respect of time, 
and that for remedy of some of the mischiefs and 
inconveniences arising thereby, the Acts above- 
mentioned had been passed, and that it is expedient to 
remedy all such mischiefs. The Act then provides (section 
2), asalready stated, that after the passing of the Act rents, 
annuities, dividends, and other periodical payments in 
the nature of income (whether reserved or made payable 
under an instrument in writing or otherwise), shall, like 
interest on money lent, be considered as accruing from 
day to day, and shall be apportionable in respect of time 
accordingly. Referring back to 4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 22, to 
find the meaning of the expression “ apportionable in re- 
spect of time,” we see that it there relates exclusively to the 
division of an entire rent, dividend, &c., between 
persons entitled to apportioned parts of it, and that the 
mischief to beremedied was only there partially dealt with 
—viz.,in the case of matters arising out of some written 
instrument. The Act of 1870 has therefore much to which 
it can relate in the same direction as the previous Act. 
The previous Act did not effect apportionment as between 
heir and executor of a lessor seised in fee. It did not, 
according to Mr. Dart, apply as between vendor and pur- 





chaser to affect the latter's right to accruing rents. I¢ 
might be thought, therefore, that, as the Act of 1870 could 
be construed as merely extending the application of the 
previous Acts, there would be little reason for intro- 
ducing an entirely new element; and it cannot be said 
that the remainder of the Act supplies any such reason. 
The third section provides that the apportioned part of 
a continuing rent, &c., shall be payable and recoverable 
when the entire portion shall become due. The 
section then deals with the case of a rent, &e., 
determined by re-entry or death, and provides that the 
apportioned part is to be payable when the entire por- 
tion would have been payable if the payment had not 
determined. Section 4 gives remedies at law and in 
equity for recovering the apportioned parts, such as the 
claimants would have for recovering the entire portions 
if they had been entitled to them. It contains, how- 
ever, a proviso that persons liable to pay rents are not 
to be resorted to for apportioned parts of them, but the 
entire rent is to be recovered by the heir or other person 
who, if the rent had not been apportionable, would have 
been entitled to such entire rent, and the apportioned part 
is to be recoverable by the person entitled to it from such 
heir-at-law or other person. This obviously relates to 
liability to an entire rent, and not to the liability of two 
different persons to pay proportionate parts of it. 








ASSIGNMENTS OF POLICIES OF MARINE 
INSURANCE. 

Tne case of Pellas v. Neptune Marine Insurance 
Company (L. R. 4 C. P. D. 139) is one of some 
importance to merchants and insurance companies. 
We cannot help thinking that if the decision is right 
there ought to be further legislation on the matter 
involved in that case. We feel very doubtful, more- 
over, whether one of the propositions contained in the 
judgment correctly represents the law. The decision 
itself was that in an action by the assignee of a policy 
of marine insurance, the insurers are entitled, by virtue 
of 31 & 32 Vict. c. 86,8. 1, to set off a debt incurred 
with them by the assured for premiums on _ policies 
effected with them by the assured prior to the date of 
the assignment. The statute referred to enacts that 
‘¢ whenever a policy of insurance on any ship, or on any 
goods in any ship, or on any freight, has been assigned 
so as to pass the beneficial interest in such policy to 
any person entitled to the property thereby insured, the 
assignee of such policy shall be entitled to sue thereon in 
his own name, and the defendant in any action shall be 
entitled to make any defence which he would ‘have 
been entitled to make if the said action had been 
brought in the name of the person by whom, or for 
whose account, the policy sued upon was effected.” It 
was contended at the trial before Lord Coleridge, C.J, 
for the plaintiff, that the words ‘“‘ any defence” in the 
statute meant a defence arising on the policy itself, and 
did not inclade any defence, such as set-off, which arose 
dehors the policy altogether. On the other hand it was 
contended that the object of the enactment was, as its 
title expresses, to enable the assignee of the policy to 
sue in his own name, instead of as theretofore in the 
name of the assignor, but not to alter the law in 
any other respect. We think that there is a great 
deal to be said for the argument in favour of the 
plaintiff, notwithstanding the decision; but, on con~ 
sideration of the case, it will be seen that it is of no 
great value as a precedent, because the point will 
probably never arise again in the same form, and the 
decision at present leaves matters in a most unsatis- 
factory state for that reason. This arises from the fact 
that the true point was not open to the plaintiff. 

It was urged for the plaintiff, in addition to the argu- 
ment above referred to, that, inasmuch as it is settled 
law that an action for a loss, even though a total loss, 
on a marine policy is an action for unliquidated 
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damages, there could be no right of set-off, because, 
unless in bankruptcy, there is no right of set-off except 
in respect of debts or liquidated demands on both sides. 
It appears to us that the law as to what damages are 
unliquidated and what liquidated is far from satisfactory 
to any reasonable mind. It is clear law that the 
damages on a quantum meruit are liquidated on the 
principle id certum est quod certum reddi potest. It 
cannot, therefore, be said that wherever the jury have 
to estimate the amount of damages, the damages are 
unliquidated. We cannot see the distinction in point 
of principle between damages on a policy of marine 
insurance and on a quantum meruit. It both cases the 
jury have to estimate an undetermined value. It might 
be logical to say that wherever the breach of contract is 
non-payment of a sum of money, whether ascertained or 
not, that is a case of liquidated damages or of debt ; or to 
say that wherever the amount has to be fixed by the jury 
the damages are unliquidated, but the present state of 
the law is not logical. This question cannot be of 
much general interest since the Judicature Act has 
provided for counter-claims as well as set-off. The 
law, however, is as the plaintiff's counsel contended, but 
the point we are now dealing with was not taken at the 
trial, and, therefore, the court declined to treat it as 
open to the plaintitt. 
It is clear, therefore, that the point actually decided in 
Pellas v. T'he Neptune Marine Insurance Company is 
not likely to occur again, and the decision is unsatisfac- 
tory, because it leaves open, to some extent, the question 
what might have been the result if, instead of pleading a 
set-off, the defendant had pleaded a counter-claim. The 
judgment (which was that of Denman and Lopes, JJ.)ex- 
presses an opinion as to the result, though that opinion 
can hardly be looked on asmore than a dictum. It says :— 
“Tf it had been pleaded as a counter-claim we think it 
would have come within the words ‘any defence’ in the 
Act.” Now, we feel a great difficulty about this, and 
this difficulty, when it comes to be dealt with, applies, 
though not so strongly, to the decision of the point 
actually decided in Pellas v. The Neptune Marine In- 
surance Company. This it is which led us to say that 
there seemed to be a great deal in the argument that 
“‘any defence”’ meant any defence arising on the policy. 
It seems difficult, looking to the scope of the present 
provisions as to counter-claim, to think that “ any 
defence”’ can have been intended to include a right of 
counter-claim which did not exist, it must be remem- 
bered, at the time when 31 & 32 Vict. c. 86, was passed. 
In theory, at least, a defendant who is sued may coun- 
terclaim in respect of any matter, however wide of, 
or unconnected with, the original claim. If a man 
is sued for a debt, he can apparently counter- 
claim in respect of an assault (see ord. 19, r. 3). 
Now, can it possibly have been intended that the words 
“any defence”? should have such a wide scope ag to 
admit of any counter-claim that may exist between the 
underwriter and the assignee of the policy? A judge 
may exclude a counter-claim which cannot conve- 
niently be tried with the claim. This introduces a 
further difficulty again, supposing a counter-claim to 
be included in a ‘‘ defence.” We cannot think that a 
-counter-claim, properly so called, is really ‘‘a defence” 
iin strictness at all, though it may popularly be termed so 
sometimes. It is equivalent to a statement of claim in 
a@ cross-action. ‘There are so-called counter-claims—as, 
for instance, in respect of an equity really displacing the 
legal right—which are truly defences. But a counter- 
claim in respect of a wholly different transaction is not 
really a defence at all within the proper meaning of the 
term. The heading of the statement of the defendant, 
when it includes a counter-claim, is statement of defence 
and counter-claim. But when one has got thus far, it 
seems as if the same difficulty really arose in calling a 
set-off a defence, It is really a cross-claim. 


It seems to us that, if the judgment is right, the Act 
does not go far enough, and the logical tendency of the 





provision already made is towards further development 
in the same direction. The tendency of the Act is to 
make the policy on goods a sort of accessory to the right 
of property in the goods. The value of goods afloat de- 
pends, to some extent, on whether they are insured or 
not, and that value ought to depend on ascertainable 
elements, not on the unknown relations between the 
underwriter and the original insurer. The right of in- 
demnity in respect of the loss of the goods can only really 
belong to their owner for the time being. The true 
policy seems to be to enable the contract of indemnity 
to follow the ownership of the goods. If this is to be 
effectively done it is obviously absurd that altogether 
extraneous claims arising against a person who once was, 
but no longer is, the person interested in the contract of 
indemnity should be allowed to be set up in answer to 
an action upon it. It would beas reasonable to say that 
an assignee of a bill of lading might be met, in 
an action against the shipowner upon the bill of lad- 
ing, by a plea of some entirely extraneous claim 
which the shipowner might have had against the 
original shipper or consignee. The terms of 
the Bills of Lading Act are different from those of the 
31 & 32 Vict. c. 86, but it seems to us that, in substance, 
the inexpediency of subjecting the assignee of the policy 
of marine insurance to all claims that might exist between 
the underwriter and the original insurer is similar to that 
which would arise if the law was as above described 
with respect to bills of lading. If the view expressed by 
the Common Pleas Division be correct, the purchaser of 
goods can never know to what extent heis really covered 
by the policy assigned to him, or how to estimate the 
value of the goods as insured, because practically he may 
or may not be insured at all, or he may be only partially 
insured. If the decision is right, we cannot think that 
the law is satisfactory. It was argued that there was no 
hardship, because the assignee of the policy might have 
given notice of the assignment. But that could only 
protect him as to claims accruing subsequently to the 
notice. There might be counter-claims in respect of 
matters accruing previous to the notice. 








In the American case of State v. Linkhaw (69 N. C. 214), 
it was held that if a conscientious man, taking part in 
public worship, so manages his singing «xercises as to throw 
everything into confusion, he is not indictable for persevering 
in his efforts, against remonstrances, his intention being not 
to disturb the congregation, but only to discharge his duty 
and obey his conscience thereby. 


On Saturday evening Mr. Dickinson, Q.C., was enter- 
tained to dinner at the Albion on the occasion of his retire- 
ment from the Chancery bar, Mr. Eddis, Q.C., ocenpied 
the chair, and among those present were Mr. Osborne Mor- 
gan, Q.C., M.P., Mr. A. G. Marten, Q.C., M.P., Mr. West- 
lake, Q.C., Mr. Chitty, Q.C., Mr. Horace Davey, Q.C, Mr. 
Ince, Q.C., Mr. Graham Hastings, Q.C., Mr. Horton Smith, 
Q.C., Mr. Waller, Q.C., Mr. Roxburgh, Q.C., Mr. Bagshawa, 
Q.C., Mr. W. F. Robinson, Q.C., Mr. E. E. Kay, Q.C., Mr. 
Joshua Williams, Q.C., Mr. Montagu Cookson, Q.C., Mr. 
Mackeson, Q.C., Mr. William Pearson, Q.C., Mr. Romer, 
Mr. Rigby, Mr. Holland, Mr. Crossley, Mr. Ingle Joyce, 
Mr. Hornell, and Mr. Cecil Russell. Covers were laid for 
114 guests. 


In an “Index of Municipal Offices,’ compiled by Mr. 
G. L. Gdmme for the Index Society, the following offices 
are enumerated:—‘‘ Aleconner, bellman, bread-weigher, 
aulnager, beaconer, bearward, bellringer, billet master, 
blower of the burghmote horn, bridge sweeper, brook warden, 
claviger, cleaner of the castle walks, cleaner of chandelier 
in town ball, coal meter, conduit warden, cook, corn 
measurer, corn prizer, town corporal, deacon of the shambles, 
dog whipper, egg collector, fen reeve, flesh taster, gasher of 
hides, haymaker, hayward, hog driver, horn blower, keeper 
of the pans and pumps, bucket keepers, mole catcher, 
moormen, and mossmen, presenter of butchers, quickener of 
the city’s tenants, sample man, swine catcher, tender of the 
town wood, and weeder of footpaths.” 
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Rehiews. 
COMPARATIVE JURISPRUDENCE. 


“Tur Aryan Hovsenotp : Its Structure anp rts Deve.or- 


MENT; AN InTRODUCTION TO COMPARATIVE JURISPRU- 
pence. By Wm. Epwarp Hearn, LL.D. Loneman, 
Green, & Co. 


This interesting work is the production of a learned 
‘professor in the University of Melbourne. It deals in a 
comprehensive way with the early society of the Aryan 
races, and its transition into a political form, the materials 
being largely drawn from Indian law, and much of the 
substance being suggested by Sir Henry Maine’s works. 
From the purpose of the book, which is accurately de- 
scribed as an introduction to the subject generally, we 
are not surprised to find the author proceed upon broad 
and definite lines without greatly encumbering his pages 
with controversy. For instance, he adopts, in a very 
absolute manner, the view of the fundamentally religious 
character of the primitive family. The work, however, 
shows ample evidence of wide acquaintance with diversi- 
fied materials, and of the independence of judgment 
which springs from such knowledge. 

We confess to a doubt whether, so far as regards early 
Aryan social institutions, the existing results of inquiry 
are such as to admit of being with advantage summarized 
for the purposes of instruction, except in a very general 
‘way; and to a further doubt how far we are in a position 
to say that any one custom, or institution, is purely 
Aryan. The latter question Dr. Hearn sets altogether 
to one side. By the former objection we do not wish to 
imply that his book is not one which will be of great use 
to persons who propose to themselves to pursue their 
investigations further; for them we think it contains 
little which will not, by suggestion or otherwise, be 
valuable ; but we should be inclined to, in some degree, 
regret the adoption of the subject at present as a sub- 
stantial part of a course of general educational study. 
Except in the merest outline, it appears to us to be yet 
in the stage of research. 

Two of the most interesting chapters in the book are 
those relating to the law and custom of property, and 
the rise of civil jurisdiction. The problem of the origin 
of respect for property is very clearly dealt with, upon 
the theory that it arose out of the sentiment of religion, 
connected with the worship of the household. We con- 
cur altogether in part of this, namely, that, as the author 
‘well expresses it, “ the habit . . . of respect for property 
was generated by the system of the household, and that 
it acquired under that system sufficient strength to stand 
alone when the originating force was withdrawn.” We 
are not convinced that the respect for another’s property 
‘was due to the respect for the house spirits that guarded 
that property, which is the other part of Dr. Hearn’s 
contention. The evidence appears to us rather to indi- 
cate that religious sentiment supported the observance 


-of the rights of property mainly as between persons who 


recognized the same god having jurisdiction in the 
matter—the same Hercules or Terminus. A stranger 
‘would not, as we understand, stand in awe of the ances- 
tral spirits of a family ; the guardianship of the family 
property by the /ares is more likely to have been intended 
to be exercised by vigilance and information than by 
superstitious terrors— 

Exagitant et lar et turba Diania fares ; 

Pervigilantque lares, pervigilantque canes, 


We admit, however, that this function of the Roman Jares 
may fairly be used as an argument, so far as it goes, by 
Dr. Hearn. 

The chapter dealing with the rise of civil jurisdiction 
is an excellent one. One point very well brought out is 
the gradual rise of the authority of the State in matters 


-of litigation, which, in the first instance, lay, and assumed 


‘to lie, only in the consent of the parties. This suggests 





a partial truth which was contained in the theory of the 
social contract, upon which Dr. Hearn makes some ob- 
servations in the introduction to his volume. Another 
observation in the same chapter illustrates the utter re- 
moteness of modern theories of the State from that which 
such an association bears in primitive society, ‘‘ The 
first interference of the State seems to have been directed 
towards these (the gentile religious) rites. . . . 
When any new worship was introduced . . . the whole 
force of the community was directed to repress the 
common enemy, and the State did not hesitate to repel a 
danger that seemed to threaten as well itself as all its 
subjects.” This is, perhaps, too strongly put; what is 
undoubtedly true, however, is that the care of the wor- 
ship of the common gods was one of the most important 
functions of an early State ; and it would have been the 
duty of the common hody to cppose religious innovations 
which seemed to conflict with the State worship. This 
would not, however, be of necessity presumed of a new 
religion. 

With reference to primitive religion, the author dis- 
cusses, as usual with much intelligence, the difficult 
question of the dissociation or severance of the connec- 
tion between special deities and their worshippers. It 
is not, however, clear to our mind how he brings the 
capacity for this severance to follow from the conception 
of property in a deity. This use of the term property 
is metaphorical ; it does not import all the legal incidents 
of modern property. In fact we are not satisfied that 
the notion of the alienability of private gods can co- 
exist with genuine belief in them. Local gods, and 
especially local idols, which are physically removable, 
do, of course, readily admit of the conception. In the 
case of other special deities we should be disposed to re- 
gard their abandonment as an expression of disbelief, 
the possibility of which wouid be incompatible with the 
relation between them and their worshippers while it 
existed. 

Dr. Hearn writes in a flexible and workmanlike style, 
disturbed only at rare intervals by a rhetorical vein, or 
by such false humour as “ lawyers still look with respect- 
ful admiration upon the first purchaser.” 





CROWN OFFICE. 


Tue Taxation or Costs rn THE Crown OFFice, COMPRISING 
A Coxtection or Britis or Costs In THE VARIOUS 
Marrers TaxaBe 1n THAT Orrice, &c., TOGETHER WITH 
a Taste or Court Fess, &c. By Freperick H. Snort, 
Chief Clerk in the Crown Office. Stevens & Haynes. 


The recent revision of the old scale of costs in the 
Crown Office renders the appearance of this work parti- 
cularly opportune, and it cannot fail to be welcomed 
by practitioners. Mr. Short gives, in the first place, a 
scale of costs usually allowed to solicitors on the taxation 
of costs in the Crown Office, and then bills of costs in 
various matters. These are well arranged and clearly 
printed. Prefixed tothe forms are some useful practical 
observations, among other matters, upon bankruptcy pro- 
secutions under section 16 of the Debtors Act, 1869, the 
costs in which are taxed in the Crown Office. As to 
these, Mr. Short remarks that “‘ the solicitor should bear 
in mind that he is acting only as an agent, and no 
costs will be allowed for any proceedings out of the 
ordinary course of the prosecution, unless the sanction 
of the Solicitor to the Treasury has been previously 
obtained. For instance, the costs of . . . going 
into the country to get up evidence, expenses of arrest- 
ing absconding bankrupts, either abroad or in this 


. country, and expenses incurred after the advice of 


counsel that the evidence is not sufficient to warrant a 
conviction, have been disallowed, upon the ground that 
the various steps had not been sanctioned by the Solicitor 
to the Treasury.” 
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THE MAYOR'S COURT. 


Tus Jvunrispicrion, Process, Practice, anp Mopg or 
Przapinc mn Orpiary Actions IN THE Mayor's 
Court, Lonpox. Founpep on Brannon. By GegorcE 
Canvy, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


Mr. Candy has had the use of the materials to be found 
in the Epitome of Practice published by the present 
assistant judge of the Mayor's Court, and in part 2 of 
the present work he has succeeded in producing a very 
clear and practical guide to the procedure of that court. 
As it appears that in 1877 over 10,000 actions were 
entered in the Mayor's Court, the author's industry is 
not likely to go unrewarded; and in case his work 
reaches a second edition we would suggest the ad- 
visability of a considerable abridgment of part 1. The 
case of Manning v. Farquharson (9 W. R. 107), for 
instance, which Mr. Candy thinks it “ worth while to 
exhume, for the purpose of a brief examination 
before it is finally consigned to the limbo of exploded 
law,” night, we think, be finally re-interred, and a 
simple statement of the present law as to the ordinary 
jurisdiction of the court might well be substituted for 
the detailed statement of cases and the controversial 
tone characterizing this part of the work. But part 2, 
on the ordinary procedure of the Mayor’s Court, seems 
to be very well done, and the book will doubtless be 
of much service to a considerable section of London 
practitioners. 





ELEMENTARY WORKS. 


A Pracrica, Hanpy-soox or Evementary Law By 
M. 8. Mosszty, Solicitor. Second Edition, by E. B. 
Bsprorp. London: Butterworths. 1878, 


The earlier parts of this little book show a not un- 
promising design, and a good deal of intelligence and 
judgment in the execution of it. The writer begins by 
introducing the legal apprentice to his office, and ex- 
plaining in a familiar way, step by step, the ordinary 
papers and transactions which he will there become ac- 
quainted with. Then, unfortunately, an attempt is 
made to follow the articled clerk’s legal studies through- 
out his course, not merely with general advice and in- 
formation on practical matters, but with a sort of running 
summary of the law itself. Of course, the statements 
made in this manner must, from their meagreness alone, 
be unsatisfactory. This part of the work had better 
not have been attempted at all, or, if attempted, should 
have been done more carefully. 





Exementary View or THE PRocEEDINGS IN AN ACTION IN 
THE Supreme Court. Founpep on “Smitn’s ACTION 
at Law.” By W. D. J. Fourxes, Barrister-at-Law. 
Second Edition. Stevens & Sons; H. Sweet; W. 
Maxwell & Son. 


There is little to be said as to this new edition of Mr. 
Foulkes s successful adaptation of Smith further than 
that the new rules and the important cases appear to 
have been carefully incorporated or referred to. 








It was announced at the Thames Police Court, on 
Wednesday, that Mr. Thomas, the second clerk, bad re- 
signed his appointment, which he had held for many years. 

On Friday week in the House of Commons, in reply to 
Mr. M. Lloyd, the Chancellor of the Exchequer said the 
report of the commissioners to whom the Criminal Code Bill 
was referred would be ready towards the end of next week. 
He should be anxious to have it laid on the table the moment 
it was ready. 

One of the attendants engaged in cleaning the Leeds 
County Court on Thursday, found a quantity of loose blast- 
ing powder mixed with the heads of lucifer matches, some 
cotton wool containing fine powder, and three large bottles 
filled with blasting powder underneath the seat usually 
occupied by Mr. Mayhall, the high bailiff. 





General Correspanvence. 


THE NEW RULES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—The issue of a new batch of Rules of Court a 
short while ago gives me the opportunity of making one 
or two remarks on the careless way in which these rules 
are drawn, which, so far as I know, has not yet been 
adverted to in your valuable paper. 

Instances will explain my meaning clearer than any- 
thing else. 

One of these last rules was numbered ord. 5, r. 4a, and 
was as follows :— 

“Tf, in any action commenced and pending in any one 
of the Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, or Exchequer 
Divisions of the High Court, the trial shall take place 
before a judge of another of the said divisions, the cause 
shall from that time be transferred to the division of 
which such judge is a member.” 

In June, 1877, a similar batch was issued, one of 
which was also numbered ord. 5, r. 4a, and was in the 
following terms :— 

‘* Subject to the power of transfer, and subject.also to: 
the power of the Lord Chancellor by order from time to 
time otherwise to direct, every cause or matter which 
shall be commenced in the Chancery Division of the 
High Court shall be assigned to one of the judges there- 
of by marking the same with the name of such of the 
same judges as the plainiiff or petitioner may in his 
option think fit.” 

Now, it is obvious that the later of these two rules 
was not intended to abrogate the earlier, as the sabject- 
matter of them is totally different. Why, then, should 
the unnecessary blunder be made of numbering them 
both by the same number and letter? This will inevit- 
ably lead to much confusion, both in citation, and, in 
case, as seems likely to be the fate of most of the rules, 
one of them is annulled, for it will be impossible to tell 
which is taken and which left. 

The same mistake occurs as to ord. 36, r. 29a, of 
which there are two, referring to totally different things, 
one passed in July, 1876, and another in November of 
the same year, and which it is presumed are both in- 
tended to be operative and to stand together. 

Again, where rules are annulled and new ones sub- 
stituted for them, in some cases the new ones are nume- 
bered by the same numbers as the annulled ones, with 
the addition of a letter; in other cases, as is clearly right, 
the substituted rule is simply numbered the same as the 
one in place of which it stands. 

Instances of the wrong method are frequent, as, ¢.g.y 
ord. 4, r. la, annulling ord. 4, r. 1; ord. 35, r. la, an- 
nulling ord. 35, r. 1. 

This also, I submit, will give rise to unnecessary con- 
fusion in reference. 


Let us turn from form to substance. Ord. 19, r. 29,. 


as originally drawn, and as now left, is as follows :— 

‘¢ Where an action proceeds in a district registry, all 
pleadings and other documents required to be filed shall 
be filed in the district registry.” 


Ord. 19, r. 29a (Rules of Court, March 27, 1879), is aa. 


follows :— ara 
‘¢ When a cause in the Chancery Division is proceed- 


ing in a district registry, all certificates of the chief clerk: 


and taxing masters, and all affidavits and other docu- 
ments (required to be filed) used in London before the 
judge in chambers, or before any taxing master or re~ 
feree of the court, and not already filed in the district 
registry, shall be filed in the same office as they would 
have been filed in if the proceedings had originally com- 
menced in London, and if the court or judge shall so 
direct, office-copies thereof shall be transmitted to the 
district registry.” This second rule, I presume, includes 
“ pleadings,” as otherwise its place is not in an order of 
which the subject is pleading, but would have been prop. 
erly in order 35, which deals with these subjects. In 
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any case it surely impliedly repeals a good deal of rule 
29, which is left, and is quite unqualified in its terms, 
and the two inconsistent rules stand side by side to the 
great future perplexity of the profession. One would 
‘have thought a very little care would have obviated such 
@ fruitful cause of mistake and difficulty. 

But the method of procedure in the district registries 
is involved in even greater mystery and obscurity by the 
following provisions :— 

Ord. 35, r. 1a, amongst other provisions, provides that, 
** Where an action proceeds in a district registry, final 
judgment shall be entered in such district registry, 
unless the judge at the trial, or the court, or a judge 
‘shall otherwise order.” 

This is without any further qualification; and yet, in 
the next rule, ord. 35, r. 2, we read :—~ 

“ Subject to the foregoing rules, where an action pro- 
‘ceeds in the district registry, the judgment” (and this 
must include “ final judgment ’”’), “and all such orders 
therein as require to be entered, except orders made by 
‘the district registrar under the authority and jurisdiction 
vested in him under these rules, shall be entered in Lon- 
don, and, an office copy of every judgment and order, &c., 
shall be transmitted to the district registry to be filed 
with the proceedings in the action.” 

These two rules appear to be clearly inconsistent ; and 
yet the former is passed subsequently to the latter with- 
out any modification of the latter being introduced. 

We have been accustomed, Sir, to look for, and have 
almost got reconciled to, such inconsistencies and care- 
Zessness in Acts of Parliament subjected to the meddle- 
‘some amendments of amateur legislators in committee ; 
and none so strongly as the judges have inveighed against 
these blunders and the cause of them. Here such an 
opportunity as they have never had has been offered 
them of building up a consistent and logical body of 
tules to govern the procedure of our courts. Will rules 
made like this be a monument of their success ? 

Surely, Sir, it is not too much to ask that when the 
judges do make new rules they should take care not to 
frame such as are, on the very surface, inconsistent with 
each other; and to expect that, when they bring to bear 
upon their task their unrivalled experience in the work- 
ing of the rules, and the knowledge they have acquired 
of their deficiencies and mistakes, they should not intro- 
duce new difficulties when seeking to do away with old 
ones, M. 

Lincoln’s-inn, 





LEGAL MENDICANTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I have just seen Messrs. Challener & Son’s 
‘letter, and it may perhaps interest them and your other 
readers to know that Willis, to whom they refer, is an 
old hand at his present trade. He honoured me with a 
visit some years ago, and I was weak enough to give—or, 
as he called it, lend—him a trifle. He is well acquainted 
with the Dorsetshire town of which he speaks; and, 
indeed, I had compassion on him, owing in some measure 
to his knowledge of persons there with whom I am 
acquainted. He subsequently went the round in 
Gloucestershire. 

There are more persons than one following the same 
business just now. A person called on me not very long 
ago, and told me he was a son of a solicitor who formerly 
practised at Gloucester, and very touching was his story. 
For the truth of it he referred me to one or two mem- 
bers of the profession in this city. However, while he 
~was urging his claims to consideration, a clerk informed 
me that one of the gentlemen to whom he had referred 
as acquainted with him was below, waiting to see me. 
The instant he heard the name, this worthy beggar 
bolted with a precipitation most amusing. I ought to 
have stopped him, but I thought it hardly worth while 
.to do so. W. J. Homrrys. 

Hereford, May 20, 





Cases of the eek. 


Baxkruprcy—BEnNEriceD CLERGYMAN—SEQUESTRATION— 
Prioritry—Bankrurtcy Act, 1869, s. 88.—In a case of Ez 
parte Chick, before the Court of Appeal on the 15th inst., a 
question arose as to the priority of two sequestrations 
which had been issned against the profits of the benefice 
of a bankrupt clergyman on behalf of his creditors in two 
different bankruptcies. The question turned upon the 
construction of section 88 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
which enables the trustee to apply for a sequestration, and 
enacts that the sequestration shall accordingly be issued, 
‘and shall have priority over any other sequestration 
issued after the commencement of the bankruptcy, except 
a sequestration issued before the date of the order of ad- 
judication by or on behalf of a person who at the time of 
the issue thereof had not notice of an act of bankraptcy 
committed by the bankrupt and available against him for 
adjudication.” The bankrupt, a beneficed clergyman, was 
adjadicated a bankrupt under the Bankruptoy Act, 186], 
in May, 1869, and on the 25th of November, 1869, he ob- 
tained an order of discharge. At the time when that adjudi- 
cation was made, and for some years afterwards, the profits 
of the benefice were absorbed by some sequestrations which 
had been obtained on behalf of some judgment creditors. 
On the 6th of October, 1874, the bankrupt filed a liquida- 
tion petition, and on the 24th of December, 1874, he was a 
second time adjudicated a bankrupt, the adjudication being 
founded upon the act of bankruptcy committed in the filing 
of the liquidation petition. The sequestrations of the jadg- 
ment creditors having become satisfied, or nearly satisfied, 
the assignee in the first bankruptcy on the 5th of 
November, 1874 (having then notice of the filing of the 
liquidation petition), issned a sequestration against the 
profits of the benefice, and in September, 1875, the trustee 
in the second bankruptcy issued a similar sequestration. 
The question was which of these two sequestrations was 
entitled to priority. It was admitted on behalf of the 
assignee in the first bankruptcy that, if the words of sec- 
tion 88 were to be read literally, the sequestration issued 
by the trustee in the second bankruptcy must have priority. 
Bat it was urged that the object and intent of the section 
was only to provide for an equal distribution of the profits 
of the bankrupt’s benefice, like the rest of his assets, 
among the creditors who were entitled to prove in the 
particular bankruptcy, and to prevent individual creditors 
from obtaining a priority by means of sequestrations issued 
before that of the trustee, unless issued before the adjadi- 
cation and without notice of an act of bankruptcy. The 
section had no application 4s between the creditors who 
were entitled to prove under different bankruptcies. The 
court (James, Brett, and Cotton, L,JJ.) ultimately adopted 
this view. Cotton, L.J., was of opinion that the provision 
as to the priority of the trustee’s sequestration was in- 
tended to secure that the profits of the benefice should be 
applied rateably among the creditors entitled to prove 
under the bankruptcy, as if it were property which could 
be vested in the trustee, and to prevent any creditor, 
whose debt was provable under the bankruptcy, from 
obtaining a preference for himself to the prejudice of the 
other creditors ; but that it was not in any way intended to 
affect the right or priority of the creditors under any other 
bankruptcy. Consequently the sequestration issued by 
the assignee in the first bankruptcy was entitled to priority. 
Brett, L.J., was of opinion that there was no reason for 
limiting the generality of the words of the section, and 
that they must be construed literally. James, L.J., agreed 
with Cotton, L.J. Ifthe section was construed literally, 
then any sequestration issued by the bishop, not on behalf 
of a creditor, but for the purpose of compelling the clerk 
to reside and perform his spiritual fanctions, or of com- 
pelling him to repair the buildings belonging to the bene- 
fice, or for the purposes of Queen Anne's Bounty, must be 
postponed to a sequestration issued on behalf of the trustee 
in the bankruptcy of the clerk. This was a reductio ad 
absurdum, and it was clear that some limitation must be 
placed upon the words of the section ; the literal meaning 
could not be given without going contrary to common 
sense and common justice. The only alternative was to 
limit the meaning by the general object and intention of 
the Act, which was to provide for the equal distribution»¢ 
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the bankrupt’s assets among those oreditors who could 
prove in the bankruptcy. 


Witt — Construction — Annuity — Corpus or In- 
come.—On the 16th inst. the Court of Appeal reversed the 
decision of Hall, V.C., in Gee v. Mahood (26 W. R. 789, L. 
R. 9 Ch. D. 151). A testator gave the residue of his real 
and personal estate to trustees, and empowered them to sell 
the same, and to invest the proceeds, and then “ to set apart 
a sufficient portion of such investments as will produce the 
annuity of £1,200, which I bequeath to my wife for her 
life.” And, subject to such investment in favour of his 
wife, in trust to set apart £5,000, other part thereof, for his 
daughter. And, as to the entire residue of his said trust 
estate, and also as to that part thereof set apart in favour of 
his wife after her death, upon certain other trusts. The 
yearly income of the trust estate did not amount to £1,200, 
and Hall, V.C., held that the widow was not entitled to 
have the deficiency raised out of the corpus of the trust 
estate. The Court of Appeal (James, Brett, and Cotton, 
L. JJ.) held that she was. , 





Practice — ADMINISTRATION ACTION — DETERMINATION 
oF Issue aT HearincG.—In a case of Jn re Nightingale, 
before the Court of Appeal on the 16th inst,, the action was 
for the administration of atestator’s estate. The statement 
of claim stated a question of law, which was, in fact, the 
orly matter in issue between the parties. The defendants 
at the hearing asked Bacon, V.C., to decide this question.at 
once, and thus obviate the necessity of sending the case into 
chambers for the ordinary accounts and inquiries, His 
lordship refused to do this, and made an administration 
decree. The Court of Appeal (James, Brett, and Cotton, 
LJJ.) held that the defendants’ request ought to have been 
acceded to, aud they heard and determined the question of 
law. 


PaTENT—INFRINGEMENT—LIABILITY OF MASTER OF SHIP. 
—In a case of Aduir v. Young, before the Court of Appeal 
on the 17th inst., a question arose as to the position of the 
master of a sbip with reference to the infringement of a 
patent by means of user on board the ship. The plaintiffe’ 
patent was for an improvement in ships’ pumps, and the 
action was brought in respect of an alleged infringement of 
it, the defendants being the manufacturers of pumps which 
were alleged to be an infringement, and the master of a 
British ship on which some of those pumps had been fitted. 
The ship was, when the action was commenced, lying in 
dock at Liverpool, The master Lad had nothing to do with 
the ordering or fitting of the pumps, but he had found them 
already in the ship when he took possession of her as master. 
The pumps had never been actually worked, except on one 
occasion, when the ship was not in British waters. When 
the master first received notice from the plaintiffs that the 
pumps were an infringement of their patent, he did not give 
up the names of the owners of the ship, but joined with the 
manufacturers in defending the action, Bacon, V.C., held 
that the plaintiffs’ patent had been infringed, and granted 
an injunction against the manufacturers, and also against the 
master of the ship. The Court of Appeal (James, Brett, 
and Cotton, L.JJ.) unanimously affirmed the decision as to 
the manufacturers, but they differed as to the liability of the 
ship’s master. Cotton, LJ., said that even an ordinary 
agent, if he used a patented article, would be liable to an 
action. But the master of a ship was not in the position of 
an ordinary agent; his possession of the ship was peculiar; 
he was more than a mere agent, and was certainly not a 
mere s*rvant of the shipowners. It was not necessary to 
decide whether there had been any user of the pumps within 
British watera, for there had been an intention to use them. 
They were the only pumps on board the ship when she left 
Briish waters, and if in going out of port the ship had 
sprung a leak the master would have used the pumps, and 
would have incurred a liability to the owners of the 
ship and to the owners of the cargo if he did 
not use the pumps in apy case of necessity. The 
injunction had therefore been rightly granted against 
the master. Brett, LJ., agreed in this conclusion. 
He thought the case of the master a very hard one, and 
would decide in his favour if he could. There could be no 
doubt that the master was in ssion of the ship and 
her equipments, and he had the control over everything on 





board which was necessary for navigating the ship, and was- 
the person to decide whether the pumps should be used or 
not. Bnt he had no power to say whether he would or 
would not have the pumps on board, and as against the 
owners of the ship it would be a breach of his daty if he did 
not use them when necessary. If the pumps were actually 
worked the working was a user by him, as the person having 
the control of them. They bad never in this case been 
actually worked in British waters, and his lordship could 
not hold that they had been used by the master merely 
because they were on board the ship. But, inasmuch as, 
after the ship came into port, she was still in his possession 
as master, and he did not refer the matter to the owners 
when he received notice from the plaintiffs, but in effect 
threatened, if not restrained by injunction, tv use the 

umps when he went to sea if occasion should arise, his 
ordship thought that the iojunction had been rightly ex- 
tended to him. James, L.J., said that an injunction ought 
not to be granted against any man unless it was shown that 
he had done or intended to do something unlawful, or had 
omitted to do something which he ought tohave done. The 
pumps had not been put on board the ship by the master ; 
when he came on board as master he found the pumps 
already fitted without any knowledge on his part of their 
nature. He had no power to take them out. In his lord- 
ship’s opinion the master was not liable for the infringement 
of the patent, and an injunction ought not to have been 
granted against him when there could have been no difficulty 
in getting at the owners of the ship. 





Service or Writ—Apmiralty Action IN Rew 
—AMENDMENT OF Writ—Sate or Suip—Money IN 
CourT—SERVICE on ReGistRAR—ORD. 19, k. 6.—In a case 
of Vauyhan v. The Owners of the Casstopeia, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 2st inst., a question arose as to the: 
service of an amended writ in an admiralty action in 
rem. The original writ was issued by Vaughan & Co. 
against the defendants, claiming a sum of £700, which the 
plaintiffs alleged to be due to them for necessaries supplied 
to the ship. It was served in the usual way on the ship, 
which was then under arrest in another action brought by 
other plaintiffs. Afterwards the writ was amended by leave 
of the court by adding one of ‘the partners in the plaintiffs’ 
firm as a co-plaintiff, a mortgage cf some shares in the ship 
having been made to him, as a trustee for the firm, to secure 
the £700. The amended writ was served on the registrar of 
the court, the ship having been meanwhile sold in the other: 
action, and the proceeds of the sale having been paid into 
court. The defendants not having appeared, the plaintiffs. 
moved for judgment by default. The judge of the Admiralty 
Division refused the application, on the ground that the 
amended writ had not been properly served. It was not, 
however, brought to his lordship’s attention that the ship: 
had been sold before the amendment of the writ. This fact 
was mentioned to the Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and 
James and Brett, L.JJ.), and they held that service of the 
amended writ was necessary, and that the service on the 
registrar, who had the custody of the money, was the 
proper, and, indeed, the only mode of service possible under 
the circumstances. And they gave judgment for the 
plaintiffs. 





Company—Bankrupt SHAREHOLDER—Dest Due FRomw 
BANKRUPT To Company—Ricur or TrusTee To BE Recs. 
TERED—COoMPANIES Act, 1862, TABLE A., CLAUSES 10, 13, 
14.—In a case of In re The Bentham Mills Spinning Come 
pany, before the Court of Appeal on the 2Ist inst., a ques. 
tion arose as to the right of the trustee in bankruptcy of a 
bankrupt shareholder to call on the company to register him 
as the hulder of the shares in place of the bankrupt, there 
being a debt due from the bankrupt (independently of the 
shares) to the company. The company was regulated by 
table A. in the Companies Act, 1872, of which clause 10 
(which is one of a series of clauses headed ‘Transfer of 
Shares’’) provides that, ‘the company may decline to 
register any transfer of shares made by a member who is in- 
debted to them.” Clause 13 provides that *‘any person 
becoming entitled to a share in consequence of the death, 
bankruptcy, or insolvency of any member, or in consequence 
of the marriage of any female member, may be registered usa 
member upon such evidence being produced as may, from tmie 
to time, berequired by the company.” And clause 14 pro- 
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vides that “ any 3on who has become entitled to a share in 
consequence 0 the death, bankruptcy, or insolvency of any 
member, or in consequence of the marriage of any female 
member, may, instead of being registered himself, elect to 
have some person to be named by him registered as a trans- 
feree of such share.” These two clauses are part of a series 
of clauses headed “Transmission of Shares.” Hall, V.C., 
heli that the company were justified in refusing to register 
the trustee. The Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and Tease 
and Brett, L.JJ.) held that clause 10 did not apply to the 
case of a transmission of shares by operation of law, and that 
the trustee was entitled to have his pame registered in lieu 
of that of the bankrupt. 





Venpork aNnD PurcHasreR—Speciric PerroRMANCE— 
DEscRIPTION OF VENDOR IN CoNTRACT—STATUTE OF FRraups. 
—In a case of Peebles v. Henwood, before the Court of Ap- 
peal on the J9th inst., the action was brought by vendors 
for the specitic performance of a contract for the purchase 
of land, and the question arose whether the contract was 
a binding one within the Statute of Frauds. ‘The contract 
was: Written upon some particulars of sale which had been 
prepared in contemplation of a sale of the property by 
suction on a formeroccasion, and it purported to be entered 
into between the purchaser and the ‘‘ vendors.’’ It ap- 
peared from the particulars that the vendors were the 
trustees under a will. When, however, the abstract of title 
was delivered to the purchaser it appeared that before the 
sale to him the property had been conveyed by the trustees 
to the beneficiaries under the will, and that they were the 
persons who were really selling, and who alone had power 
tosell the property. The contract for sale had been, after 
its execution, ratified in writing by the beneficiaries; but 
this had been done without the assent of the purchaser. 
Bacon, V.C., decreed specific performance of the contract 
at the suit of the beneficiaries. The Court of Appeal 
(James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.) held that there was no 
Binding contract within the Statate of Frauds, and dis- 
missed the action, with costs. 





PracticE—-Action ror Recovery or LaNp—LEave To 
JoIn OruER Cause OF ACTION—APPLICATION AFTER 
Service or Writ—Orp, 17, rR. 2—Orp. 57, R. 6.—In a 
case of In re Pilcher, before the Court of Appeal on the 21st 
inst., a writ was issued claiming the recovery of land, and 
joining also another cause of action, and was served on the 
defendant, without first obtaining the leave of the court 
under rule 2 of order 17, which provides that “no cause of 
action shall, unless by leave of the court or a judge, be joined 
with an action for the recovery of land.” After service of 
the writ the plaintiff applied to Fry, J., for leave to combine 
the two causes of action. Fry, J., refused to give leave, on 
the ground that after service of the writ the application was 
too late, and the Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and James 
and Brett, L.JJ.), affirmed the decision. Jessel, M.R., said 
tht, strictly speaking, such an application ought to be made 
before the issue of the writ, but it must be made before 
service. Rule 6 of order 57, which enabled the court to en- 
large or abridge the time appointed for doing any act or 
taking any proceeding, had no application to the case, and, 
if the court had any general jurisdiction to dispense with 
the rules, no special case, and indeed no case at all, had 
been shown for its exercise. Such slovenliness in practice 
ought not to be encouraged. 





PracticE—SuMMONS UNDER VENDOR AND PURCHASER 
Act, 1874—Apreat—Inrertoccurory List.—On the 21st 
inst. »pplication was made to the Court of Appeal (Jessel, 
M.R., and James and Brett, L.JJ.) taat an appeal from an 
order made upon a summons under the Vendor and Purchaser 
Act, 1874, might be set down in the list of interlocutory 
appeals, on the ground that the object of the Act was that 
matters of this.kind should be quickly disposed of, and that, 
as a general rule, such appeals ought to be placed in that list, 
just as are appeals from orders made on demurrers, and from 
orders made in the winding up of companies. The court, 
however, refused to accede to the application. 





Costs—TaxatTion —Turse Counset.—In a case of 
Robinson v. Chadwick, before the Court of Appsal on the 


21st. inst., the action had been selected for trial as a test 


action out of seventy-seven brought by: different plaintiffs 
against the same defendants, claiming damages for all 
misrepresentations which had induced the plaintiffs to take. 
shares in the company. When the action came on for trial 
before Fry, J., the plaintiff declined to p 

judgment was given for the defendants, with costs. The 
defendants had retained three counsel, and upon the taxation 
of costs the taxing master allowed only the costs of two 
counsel, Fry, J., refused to vary the certificate, and the 
defendants appealed. It was urged that the case was one of 
great difficulty and complexity, and that regard should be 
had, not merely to the amount at stake in the particular 
action, but to the whole amount at stake inthe seventy-seven 
actions. The Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and James and 
Brett, L.JJ.) were of opinion that the circumstance that 
the action was a test one made no difference. Jessel, MR., 
said that the action not having been tried, there was no 
judge who had had any opportunity of seeing what its: 
nature was, and the taxing master, who had had the plead- 
ings and the proofs of the witnesses before him, had had the 
best possible information. He had exercised his discretion, 
and there was no absolute rule as to the circumstances under 
which the cost of a third counsel would be allowed; the ques- 
tion was what, in the opinion ut the person who had to exercise 
the discretion, was a case of such exceptional magnitude and 
complexity as to justify the allowance. The taxing master 
had refused to allow the cost of a third counsel, and the 
judge thought that he was right. There were no other 
materials before the Court of Appeal, and how could they 
say that the taxing master had not exercised a sound dis- 
cretion ? There was nothing in the pleadings to show that 
there was anything novel, extraordinary, or. difficult in the 
case, and, so far as he could judge from the pleadings and 
the preofs, the Master of the Rolls thought that the taxing 
master was right. The court ought not to interfere with his 
discretion, unless some question of law or of principle wasin- 
volved. Brett, LJ., said that, uuless the judges of the Court 
of Appeal took great care, the day appointed for the hearing 
of interlocutory appeals on points of practice and matters of 
discretion would be the great blot in the new system. The 
court ought to discourage as much as possible appeals in cases 
of that kind. James, LJ., said that so far as he was.con- 
cerned, such appeals would never succeed. 





Practice — MortcaGer — Motion ror Receiver — 
Inter InsuncTION—EX Parts ORDER ArTeR Notice 
Servep.—In a case of Backhvuse y. Hornsey, before the 
Master of the Rolls on the 16th ins!., a motion was. made 
by an equitable mortgagee for a receiver, and the affidavit in 
support had not been filed when the motion was opened. 
The defendant, the mortgagor, had had no opportunity of 
answering such affidavit, aud be now applied that the motion 
might stund over without his giving any undertaking. The 
subject-matter of the mortgage was a brickfield, and the 
plaintiff's affidavit alleged that the defendant was removing 
the clay and so diminishing the value of the security. 
There was no allegation to show that tiuere would be any 
special damage to the security if the motion stood over for 
a week, or that the security was insufficient. ‘The Master of 
the Rolls said that the law had not been altered, and that 
although the court might, no doubt, after notice, grant an 
interim injunction, still some special ground must be shown; 
and here no case had been made at all. The motion must 
stand over for a week, without any undertaking being re- 
quired. Of course, when the motion came on after notice, 
an equitable mortgagee had only to produce his mortgage 
deed, his right to a receiver being indisputable. 


CrericaL Disapitities Act, 1870— Vacation or Inrot- 
MENT—PRoor.—An application In the Matter of a Clergy- 
man, was made to the Master of the Rolls, also om the 16th 
inst., to vacate a deed of relinquishment by him of his 
benefice under the following circumstances. It appeared 
from his affidavit that he had executed a deed of relinquish- 
ment under the Clerical Disabilities Act, 1870, s. 3, and 
that the same had been duly inrolied in chancery. The 
inrolment was more than six months before the date of the 
application, and no office copy of the inrolment had been 
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delivered to the bishop of the diocese according to the 3rd 
sub-section of section 3. No reason was stated why it was 
desired to vacate the inrolment, but the applicant relied on 
a case before Lord Romilly, M.R., of Ex parte A Clergyman 
(L. R. 15 Fq. 154). The Master of the Rolls was of opinion 
that he had jurisdiction to make the ordcr, but he refused to 
do so on the affidavit as then filed. On an affidav it being filed 
giving the nume of the bishop in whose diocese the appli- 
cant’s benetice was, and that the deed of inrolment had not 
been recorded in such diocese, he said the order might go. 


———o 


Trusters—Bona FIDE Mistake—Costs.—In a case of 
Ryan v. Nesbitt, also before the Mas'er of the Rolls on the 
16th inst., a question arose as to whether trustees should 
pay the costs of an action rendered necessary because they 

ad, on a mistaken interpretation of the settlement of whicn 
they were trustees, and which, in effect, in the events that had 
happened, gave the settlor the right to rescind the trusts, 
and acting as they alleged on the advice of counsel, refused 
to re-transfer the trust funds to the settlor. The Master of 
the Rolls, in ordering an immediate transfer, made no order 
as to costs, and added, “I will repeat what I have often 
said, that the court ought not to be too hard upon trustees 
who act bond side, even if they makea mistake.” 





EvinENcE—ADMISSIBILITY--DECLARATION OF DECEASED 
Prerson.—In a case of Kenion v. Owen, before Fry, J., on 
the 20th inst., a question arose as to the admissibility in 
evidence of « declaration made by a deceased person. The 
action was brought to recover some land which was in the 
possession of the defendant. The land had been comprised 
in the marriage settlement of the defendant’s mother, the 
defendant being her youngest child. The plaintiff claimed 
to be the only child of the defendant’s deceased elder 
brother. The defendant alleged that the plaintiff was 
illegitimate. In support of the plaintiff's legitimacy it was 
proposed to use a letter written by her deceased grandmother 
(the defendant's mother) in the year 1850, The defendant’s 
counsel ot jected to the reception of this evidence, and in 
support of his objection tendered another letter written by 
the grandmother in the year 1854, for the purpose of show- 
ing that before the letter of 1850 was written the question 
of the plaintiff's legitimacy was in controversy between the 
members of the family, that, in fact, the letter of 1850 was 
written post litem motam, Fry, J., held that the letter of 
1854 was inadmissible for the purpose proposed. It was 
not the ordinary sworn testimony upon which the court 
proceeded ; it was not an admission, the grandmother not 
being a party to the action; it was not a declaration of a 
deceased member of the family as to a matter of pedigree; 
nor was it a declaration made by a deceased person against 
interest. To admit in evidence a subsequent declaration of 
a member of a family, who had already made a declaration 
as to pedigree, would involve this danger, that a declaration 
per‘ectly honest at the time when it was made might be set 
aside by the mere ipse dixit of the same person post litem 
motam. Of course, this mle would not apply to a case 
where the original declaration contained in gremio some- 
thinz which showed that there was a /is mota at the time 
when it was mede, for the whole of the document must be 
looked at. 








At the Marylebone Police Court on Monday Mr. De Rut- 
zen was asked whether he would consider the point whether 
a solicitor could, as in the county court, obtain a summons 
without coming before the magistrate and making a personal 
application. Mr. De Rutzen said that, so far as he was con- 
cerned, he would at once say that he could not give his 
sanction to any such arrangement, for he considered it of the 
utmost importance in the interests of the public that the 
magistrate should know all the facts of the case and exer- 
cise his discretion as to whether a summons should issue or 
rot. This, he mizht add, was one of the most useful powers 
a magistrate had in his hands. 

VaLvE or PRopeRTY IN CAMBERWELL.— Messrs. Rush- 
worth & Oo., of Savile-row, sold at the Mart, on Tuesday, a 
block of thirteen freehold houses in the Camberwell-road, 
producing £611 per annum, mostly on yearly tenancies, for 
the high price of £17,000, or nearly twenty-eight years’ 
purchase on the rental, at which rate they would pay about 
three and a half per cent. only. 





Societies. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


The annual general court was held at the hall of the 
Incorporated Law Society, on Thursday last, Edward 
Tylee, Esq., in the chair, The following report was 
read and adopted :— 

Your directors have the pleasure of submitting to the mem- 
bers of the association a report of their proceedings for the 
last twelve months. Your directors have considered thirty 
cases of the primary class, and have distributed amongst them 
the aggregate sum of £1,445. They have also considered 
the numerous applications of the secondary or non-members’ 
class, which have come before them, and have distributed 
the sum of £150 placed at their disposal amongst seventeen 
cases. Your directors recommend to the general court that 
the sum of £150 be placed at their disposal for the cases of 
non-members for the ensuing year. Your directors have the 
pleasure to report that they have received towards the funds 
of the association two donations of £5 5s, each from the 
principal and ancients of Staple-inn. ‘The annual dividends 
on the investments amounted to £1,305 8s. 7d. There are 
251 annual subscribers, the amount received from whom for 
the past year bas been £527 2:., which sum, added to the 
income derived from investments, makes a total income for 
the last year of £1,832 10°. 7d. Your directors report with 
regret the deaths of eight members during the past year, 
During the same period nine new members have joined the 
association, of whom two are life members, and seven are 
annual members, Your directors again urge upon every 
member of the association the importance of his explaining 
to his brethren of the profession, who are not already mem- 
bers, the advantage of upholding the association, as the best 
means of ministering to the necessities of those unfortunately 
left in needy circumstances. Your directors cannot close 
their report without expressing their deep sense of the loss 
they themselves, but still more the association, has sustained 
by the resignation of their much esteemed secretary, Mr. 
John Boodle, after holding the office with great advantage to 
the association for a period of upwards of twenty-two years. 
They however hope that Mr. Boodle’s services will to some 
extent be continued to the association, by his being elected a 
director. They have also the pleasure to inform the annual 
general court that Mr. A. B. Carpenter, of Elm-court, 
Temple, has been elected secretary in the place of Mr. 
Boodle, 

The directors and other officers were re-elected. 

A vote of thanks to the chairman, directors, and auditors 
terminated the proceedings, 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the weekly meeting of this society, held at the Law 
Institution on the 20th inst., Mr. Ellis, LL.B., being in the 
chair, the following question was discussed :—“ Is a credi- 
tor who hasobtained a judgment against a limited company, 
and, by reason of the promises of the company, has forborne 
to issue execution until a petition to wind up the company 
has been presented by another creditor, and the company 
has admitted its insolvency, entitled to proceed with his 
execution and be paid in fall?” The cases cited 
for reference being Ex parte Railway Steel Company 
(L. R. 8 Ch, D, 103) and In re Printing and Numerical 
Registering Company (L, R. 8 Ch. D. 535). The ques- 
tion was opened in the affirmative by Mr. Serjeant, who 
quoted several cases in support of this\view, and the 
following gentlemen then addressed the society :—Mr. 
Royle and Mr. Seymour maintaining the affirmative, and 
Mr. Collinge, Mr. Bower, Mr. Eady, LL.D., Mr. Green, and 
Mr. Heppell arguing that the creditor is not entitled to 
proceed with his execution. ‘The opener replied, and the 
chairman, having summed up, put the question to the 
meeting, when it was decided in the negative. 


_— 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting was held at the Law Institution on Monday, 
the 19th inst., Mr. W. Dowson in the chair, when Mr, 
W. Owen read an interesting essay on ‘‘ Conditions Pre- 
cedent and Warranty,’ and a discussion followed, which 
was introduced by Mr. H. J. Gidney, on the following 
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«question :—“ A. sent some pigs, which he knew were 
suffering from disease, to market for sale, and sold them 
without giving any warranty or expressing any opinion as 
to their condition. Shortly after the sale the pigs died. 
Is the fact of sending the pigs to a public market a 
representation by conduct that they are free from disease, 
and is A. liable to make good the loss the purchaser sus- 
tained?” in which Mesers. Foi, Gupby, Eustace Smith, 
(Kains-Jackson, and Hood took part. The chairman 
summed up, and upon the question being put to the vote 
was negatived unanimously, 

The ordiuary weekly meeting was held at Clement’s-inn 
Hell on Wednesday last, Mr. Dowson in the chair, when 
Mr. Frank B. Moyle introduced the following subject in 
tke negative :—‘‘That the publication in the newspapers 
of the details of criminal and divorce cases should be pro- 
hibited,” snd was supported by Messrs, Parsons and 
‘Bowson, Messrs. Gressly and Symot spoke in the affirma- 
tive, and upon the question being put to the vote it was 
lost by a majority of seven. 


UNITED LAW CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


The forty-seventh annual festival of the United Law 
‘Clerks’ Society was held on Wednesday last at the Free- 
masons’ Tavern, Great Queen-street, the Right Hon. the Lorp 
~CHANCELLOR in the chair, 

Amongst those present we observed Sir C. Shand, late 
Chief Justice of the Mauritius; Sir R. Couch, late Chief 
Justice of the Bengal District; H. Rodwell, Esq., Q.C., 
M.P., Serjeant Simon. M.P., C. Milward, Esq., Q.C., 
G. B. Gregory, Esq., M.P., H. Davey, Esq., Q.C., C. Russell, 
Esq., Q.C., B. Ince, Esq., Q.C., Aneas J. McIntyre, Esq., 
‘Q.C., O. H. Baylis, Esq., Q.C., H. M. Bompas. Esq., Q.C., 
F. Meadows White, Esq. Q.0., C. Clark, Esq., Q.C., 
R, E. Webster, Esq., Q.C., W. F. Robinson, Esq., Q.C., 
W. F. Bagshaw, Esq., Q.C., F. Turner, Esq., A. M. Channell, 
Esq., T. Hoskins, Esq., J. Layton, Esq., E. L. Rowcliffe, Esq., 
T. Rawle, Esq., F Crump, Esq., J. H. Dart, Esq., 
T. H. Devonshire, Esq., R. A. Harting, Esq., M. Teesdale, 
‘Esq., W. M. Walters, Esq., E. W, Owles, Esq., J.T. Hollams, 
Esq., President of the Incorporated Law Society, R. Romer, 
Esq., F'. Ouvry, Esq., F. T. Bircham, Esq., and many other 
eminent members of the legal profession, together with the 
Rev. A. Statham and Dr. Thompson. 

The usual loyal and patriotic toasts having been given and 
duly honoured, 

The CHAIRMAN, in rising to propose the toast of the 
evening, viz., “ Prosperity to the United Law Clerks’ Society,” 
said :— We are here to-night to do some business, and I pro- 
pose to you now the toast of the evening. But you need 
not be alarmed, that does not at all mean that I am going to 
make you a long speech. When I was at the bar it always 
appeared to me that if you had a good case you ought to 
make a very short speech, because if you made a long one 
there was the danger that you would do your case some harm. 
Now I cannot help remembering, standing here to-night, 
that it is just eighteen years ago since I first had 
the honour of presiding at the anniversary festival of your 
aociety. I have never ceased to take a great interest in 
this society, and, what perhaps you may think more extra- 
ordinary is, that I take an interest in these dinners. Iam 
not an admirer generally of what are called in London 
charity dinners, but it has always appeared to me that, with 
‘regard to the dinners of the United Law Clerks’ Society, 
which have been going on now for nearly fifty years, there 
was a marked and special advantage. I said just now that 
all here were lawyers, and so we are. Now there are 
varions departments of the law; there are solicitors of 
eminence who manage the most important affairs in this 
country and who conduct the litigation in our superior 
courts, There are the advocates, barristers who condact 
‘the affairs of their clients in court and who advise upon 
‘them out of court. There are the clerks, both of the solici- 
‘tors and the barristers, who do a work not so much seen, 
not so conspicuous, not so much talked of by the public, 
Sut a work which in its way ia just as valuable as the 
other. From the judge on the bench who administers jus- 
tice throngh all of these grades of the profession, all in 
their own way and in their own department are engaged 
‘in the one common work of administering and helping to 
administer justice in this country; and it has always 





seemed to me that it was a great advantage that, at all 
events at one period «f the year, there should at these din- 
ners be an union of all these classes of the profession, that 
they might meet together, and might together express 
their sympathy and their interest in what concerns every 
branch of the profession. Now the particular branch of the 
profession with which this society is occupied is that of the 
clerks of solicitors and barristers. I should like to say a 
word for them—the other branches of the profession can say 
a good deal for themselves. The judges don’t talk about 
themselves, but a good deal is talked about them. They 
get every credit, and they deserve every credit for the work 
which they do. The barristers can sing their own praises, 
and we all recognize, and everyone is ready to recognize, the 
work of solicitors, and how difficult it would be for the 
world to get on without the aid of solicitors ; but I think it 
is important that we should remember the work which is 
done by the clerks. Now I am quite sure that, with regard 
to the solicitors, they would be the very first to join with me 
in saying how important, how invaluable, is the assistance 
which they derive from the skill and intelligence of the 
clerks who conduct their business. I know that when I 
was at the bar nothing struck me more than the knowledge, 
the intelligence, the zeal, the activity, and, at the same 
time, the honourable and straightforward dealing of those 
who came into contact with me as the clerks of the solicitors 
by whom I was retained. What shall I say of the clerks of 
barristers? I am sure the experience of barristers is the 
experience of myself. I know that every barrister will 
agree with me that it would be almost impossible for the bar 
to perform the woik which they do perform if they were not 
supported by the zeal, fidelity, energy, and intelli- 
gence of their clerks; and I can say this, that I have 
never found in any profession greater intelligence 
than that which I have met with among clerks of 
barristers. Now, gentlemen, this is a society which, as I 
said, professes to take care of the interests of these clerks, 
and it appears to me absolutely necessary that there should 
be some organization to protect their interests, and to pro- 
vide for them. The country provides very handsomely for 
the judges in the way of pensions—the successful barrister 
or the successful solicitor can manage very well to provide 
for himself, and to store up for himself in case evil times 
should come upon him ; but the reality in the case of clerks 
is this, that living as they must do, merely upon their 
salary, even giving them credit for a great amount of 
thrift, it is absolutely impossible that they can provide 
against the contingency of sickness or of breakdown from 
work, unless they have got some kind of organization which 
will be in the nature of an assurance to them against these 
casualties. Now, it is this end which is uccomplished by 
work of this society. I am not going to tell you all the 
details of it, You will find them in the papers which are 
distributed about the tables; but it appears to me that the 
society addresses itself exactly to those objects which one 
would desire to see met by a society of this kind. It pro- 
vides temporary maintenance for those who are suffering 
under temporary illness; it provides pensions for those 
who are permanently incapacitated ; it provides lump pay- 
ments, if I may call them eo, at the time of a death in the 
family, when the payment of a lump sum is required ; it 
provides for payments to those who are suffering from some 
temporary misfortune. Now, these appear to me to 
be exactly the objects which ought to be met by a society 
of this kind, and the only observation which I will make 
with regard to what I find ia the report is this, that lam 
somewhat disappointed that the number of members of the 
society is ‘not greater than it is. I find there are sbout 
800 members of the society. Well, but when I think of 
the number of solicitors in the country, the number of 
solicitors’ clerks, the number of barristers, and the namber of 
barristers’ clerks, and when I think of what it requires to 
constitute a thoroughly efficient mutual benefit society, it 
appears to me that 800 is by no means the number we 
ought to find in this society. Now let us think how this can 
be remedied. I cannot help thinking that a little compulsion 
would be desirable—a little mild compulsion. I do not 
quite see why solicitors should not exert themselves a little 
more. Why should solicitcrs not say to those whom they 
are employing, ‘‘ We make it a rule that you should belong 
to the United Law Clerks’ Society.” I believe that every 





solicitor in a good position would find not the least difficulty 
| in getting clerks to do his work if he would make that a 
condition. 


I commend it seriously to the attention of 
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solicitors. But now I turn to barristers. I ask the barris- 
ters of London, Do they endeavour to make it a condition 
with their clerks that they should joia this society? I 
strongly recommend them to do so, andI have not the least 
doubt they would succeed. I recollect very well what was 
done by the East India Company. It was very much 
grumbled at at the time, but I believe it was one of the 
greatest blessings ever given by the Indian Govern- 
ment, both to their civi! and military servants, that 
the members should contribute to a fund for their 
mutual benefit. I believe this fund gave to both 
the civil and military services a degree of popularity 
which they could not otherwise have had, and I believe it 
would greatly benefit barristers’ and solicitors’ clerks. 
This society has, I believe, done a great deal of good 
and has prevented a great deal of misery and suffering, and 
I most earnestly recommend it to your favour. I trast it 
will go on and prosper, and [ hope that when it reaches its 
fiftieth anniversary—as it will do shortly—that it will be 
able to say for the meeting of that year that it numbers not 
only 800, but may I say 1,500 members. [ believe it is 
necessary, especially locking to the pensions which the 
society grants, that its numbers should be increased. It must 
have reserve funds in order that these pensions may ba 
properly secured. I commend it, therefore, to your notice, 
and I ask the meeting now to drink to the prosperity and 
welfare of the United Law Clerks’ Society. 

Several other toasts having been given the proceedings 
terminated. 

The donations announced amounted to upwards of £600. 








Obituary. 


MR. CHARLES HENRY PHILLIPS. 

Mr. Charles Henry Phillips, solicitor, registrar of the 
Hull County Court, died at his residence at Cottingham, 
Yorkshire, on the 27thinst. Mr. Phi!lips was born in 1796, 
was admitted a solicitor in 1820, and had practised at 
Hull for nearly sixty years. He was formerly in partner- 
ship with Mr. John Alderson, and was subsequently asso- 
ciated with Mr. Henry Copeman, and still more recently 
with his son Mr. Arthur Bentley Phillips, who was admitted 
a solicitor in 1861. Mr. Puoillips was a perpetual commis- 
sioner for Hull and the East Riding of Yorkshire, and he 
had a good private business. He was formerly law clerk to 
the Hu!l and Selby Railway Company, and clerk to the 
old Court of Requests at Hull. He had been registrar of 
the Hull County Court (Circuit No. 16) ever since the 
passing of the first County Court Act; but three or four 
years ago, in consequence of his increasing years and the 
pressure of official business, D-. Albert Kaye Rollit was 
associated with him as j int registrar. Mr. Phillips was also 
district registrar for Hull under the Judicature Acts. 

SIR MUTU COOMARA SWAMY. 

Sir Mutu Coomara Swamy, knight, died recently at 
Colombo, Ceylon, at the age of for:y-five. The deceased 
was a native of Ceylon, where he was born in 1834, 
He was educated at Queen’s College, Colombo, and subse- 
quently spent several years in England, and was called to 
the bar at Lincole’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1863. He was 
soon afterwards admitted as an advocate of the High Court 
at Madras, where he practised for several years. He after- 
wards returned to Ceylon, and was appointed a member of 
the Legislative Council of the colony. He took a very 
active part in colonial politics, and received the honour of 
knighthood in 1874. The deceased was a distinguished 
Oriental scholar, and was the author of several works in the 
Tamil language. He was married to the daughter of the 
late Mr. Richard Beeby. 





A correspondent of the Western Jurist refers to a suit 
against a railroad company in 1868 (33 N. J. 94), in which 
Vredenburgh, J., said: ‘‘ Another point is, that the damages 
were too high. ‘The plaintiff lost three of his toes by the 
accident. The jury thought 2,500 dols. not too high a price 
for them, nor arn I so satisfied that it was too much that I 
would feel justified in interfering with the verdict. We all 
know that almost everything has risen in value very much 
within the last few years.”’ 





Appoututurents, Ete. 


Mr. Joun Artur GIR.ine, solicitor, of 64, Chancery~ 
lane, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, 


Mr. Jonun InpeRMavrR (of the firm of Lewis & Indermaur, 
solicitors, 22, Chancery-lane), has been appointed a Com- 
missioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 


Mr. Joun Lampert, C.B., has been created a Civil Knigh 
Commander of the Order of the Bath. Sir J. Lambert was 
admitted a solicitor in 1836, and practised for several years 
at Salisbury in partnership with Mr. Charles. _e retired 
from practice about twenty years ago on being appointed 
a poor law inspector. He was appointed permanent secre- 
tary to the Local Government Board in 1872, having beem 
in the previous year created a Civil Companion of the Order 
of the Bath. 


Mr. Ratru Ropert WHEELER LinGen, barrister, C.B.,. 
has been created a Civil Knight Commander of the Order 
of the Bath. Sir R. Lingen is the only son of the late Mr. 
Thomas Lingen, of Birmingham, and was born in 1819 
He was educated at Bridgnorth Grammar School, and was 
formerly scholar of Trinity College, Oxford, where he 
graduated first class in litere humaniores in 1840. He ob- 
tained the Ireland Scholarship in 1838, the Hertford 
Scholarship in 1839, the Chancellor’s Prize for a Latin 
essay in 1843, and the Eldon Law Scholarship in 1846 
He was elected a fellow of Balliol College, and was called 
to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1847. He was 
appointed secretary to the committee of the Privy Council 
in 1849, and permanent secretary to the Treasury in 1870,. 
in which year he was also created a Civil Companion of the: 
Order of the Bath. 


Mr. Henry WiLt1am Henntker Rance, solicitor (of the 
firm of Wynne, Baxter, & Rance, of 9, Lawrence Pountney- 
hill, and of the firm of Rance & Son, of Cambridge and 
Ely), has been elected Honorary Secretary to the Cambridge- 
shire Law Society. Mr, Rance is the son of Mr. Henry 
Rance, solicitor. He is a LL.M. of Trinity Hall, Cam- 
bridge, where he graduated in the third class of the Law 
Tripos in 1865, and he was admitted a soiicitor in 1866. 








Leqislation of the Meek. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
MAY 15.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Brirs.—East London Railway, Eastbourne: 
Local Board. 
CataepraL Statutes. Pier anp Harsours ConrrrMa-- 

TION. 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Hasitvat Drunxarps (passed through Committee). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 

Private Bitts. — Treferig Valley Railway, Dudley 
Sewage, London (City) Tithes Commutation, Christ Church,. 
Newgate-street (London) Tithes, Pemberton Local Board, 
Brighton and Hove Gas. 

MAY 16.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 

Private Biiis.—Severn Bridge and Forest of Dean Centrab 
Railway, Sleaford Water, Cranbrook and Paddock Wood 
Railway, and London, Chatham, and Dover Railway. 

MAY 19.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 

Private Bitt.—Grantham Borongh. 

BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Locat GovERNMENT ProvisionAL Orpers CoNFIRMATION 
AsHTON-UNDER-Lyne, &c.). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Bitt.—Birmiogham Corporation Water. 

MAY 20.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Birts.—Cambridge Tramways (No. 1), Metro- 
politan and Metropolitan Distr:ct Railway Companies. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Birts.—East London Railway, Rawmarsh Local 
Board, Bromley Gas. 

Loca GoverNnMENT ProvistonAL Orpers CoNFIRMATION 
(AsHTON-UNDER-Lynz, &c.). 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
MAY 15.—BILL IN COMMITTEE. 

Army Discreiing anp Reounation (clauses 30—36). 
MAY 16.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Noxious Gases. Locat GoverNnMENT Provis1onaL ORDERS 

(Artizans Dwetuincs). Mepicat Acr (1858) Amenp- 
mENT (Nos. 1, 2, and 3). Mrpican AppoInrMENTS 
Quauirication (referred to a select Committee). 

Licenstinc Laws AMENDMENT. 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
ARMY Doamane anp Reauxation (clauses 37—42), 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 

Private Bitis.—Vicars’ and Smith’s Patent, Yarmouth 
and North Norfolk (Light) Railway. 

MAY 19.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 

Private Bitis.—Roper’s Estate, Teign Valley Exten- 
sion. 

Customs anp Intanp Revenve. Great Szau. Con- 

soLipaTEeD Funp (No. > 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME 

Private Bitis.—Aire and Calder Navigation, Imperial 
Continental Gas Association, South-Eastern Railway, War- 
ripgton ——. 

AY 20.—BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

ARMY ath anp Reeuiation (clauses 43—44), 
Consotipatep Funp (No. 3) (passed through Com- 
mittee). 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Bits.— likley Gas, Lancashire County Justices, 
Metropolitan Railway, Rotherham Borough, Swindon, Marl- 
borough, and Andover Railway, Thames and Severn Canal, 
Vestry of St. Pancras, 

MAY 21.--BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
ConsoLipatep Funp (No 3), 








Caurt Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATUORE. 


Rora or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Court or Mastsr or THs V.C. Maurns. 


Date. APPEAL. Rous, 
Monday, May.. 26Mr. Koe Mr. Jackson Mr. Farrer 
Tuesday ...... 27 Clowes Cobby Teesdale 
Wednesday.... 78 Kee Jackson Farrer 
Thursday .... 29 Clowes Cobby Teesdale 
Friday........ 30 Koe Jackson Farrer 
Mr. r.. — 


V.C. Bacon. V.OC, Hatt, 


a May , 26Mr. Latham Mr. PembertonMr. Merivale 
Tuesday ...... 27 Leach War King 


Wednesday.... 28 Latham Merivale 
Thursday .... 29 Leach Ward ing 
Friday........ 00 Latham Pemberton Merivale 


The Whitsun Vacation will commence on Saturday, the 31st 
day of May, and terminate on Tuesday, the 3rd day of June, 
1879, both days inclusive. 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
LONDON. 
Easter Sirrine, 1879. 


This list contains all actions entered in Queen’s Bench, Com- 
mon Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, in which notice of trial 
has been given; and also all actions in the Chancery Division, 
in which notice has been given of trial before a judge and jury, 
up to and including 23rd of April, 1879. 


LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 


CP 1 The Chartered Mercantile Bank of India, London and China 
(Waltons, B and W) v The Netherlands India Steam 
Navigation Co, limd (Lovell and Co), commission 8J 

CP 2 Frowein and ors (Stephen Scott) v Sonnenthal (Ashurst, M 
and Co), stayed Sd . 

QB 3 ——— and ors (Ingledew, I and G) v Williams (Plews, I 

HM), commission 

CP 4 ane (Roberts and B) v Wakefield (Waltons, B and W), 
commission, SJ 

CP 5 Lopez (H Montagu) v Rae (G R Innes and Son) SJ 

CP 6 Breffit (A Jones, T and G) v Williams (Norris, A and C), 


ed 
Ex 7 ad (Mercer and Mercer) v Grant and Clark and Pun- 
chard (Ashurst, M and Co, Blunt, T and L) 8J, hg 77 
other actions against the same defendants, peveee’ 
Ex 85 James Watt and Co (G oar vy Mersey Stee Iron Co, 


(Norris, A and 


Ex 986 Ostrom and Fischer (H J Coburn) v Heintz (Nash and F),. 


CP 87 Rathbone and ors (Freshfields and W) v Caldwell (J B 
Towse), commission SJ 
QB 88 = (Jno Frost) v Household (Field, R and Co), stayed 


Ex 89 Hoogendijk (J R Bailey) v Vander Zee (Simpson and C),. 

commission SJ 

Ex 90 Masaru and ors (Murray, Hutchins and Co) v Hobley 
(Hollams, Son and C), commission SJ 

CP 91 Keay and anr (Pritchard and Sons) v Young and ors 
(Clarkes, R and C ; J Scott ; Burton, Y and Co; Belfrage 
and M), commission SJ 

CP 92 Amazon Tug and Lighterage Co, limd (Ashurst, M and Co) 
v Earle’s Shipbuilding and Engineering Co, limd (Chester, 
U and a commission SJ 

QB 93 Pendersen (Johnsons, U, B and A) v Dobell and Co (Field, 

and Co), commission 8J 

Q B 94 Dreyfus, Freres and Cie (Stibbard, G and Co) v Watts, Mil- 
burn and Co (Torrand Co), commission SJ 

C P 95 Gardiner (Waltons, B and W) v Warns (F Bradley) SJ 

CP 96 Lawson (Tucker, B and Co) v Yeomans (Collette and C) 

CP 97 Walker (8 H Behrend) v Hough (Bloxam and E), without 


jury, stayed 

CP 98 Jasmins (Lowless and Co) vy Hyde (Hollams, Son and (), 

commission SJ 

QB 99 Vanderzee and Co ( iy and C) v Campbell, Robertson 
and Co (J R Chidley) SJ 

QB 100 _ (W Beck) v Anderson and ors (Hollams, Son and 

C), postponed 

Ex 101 Young (Wilkins, B and F) v The Sonora Co and ors 
(Elmslie and Co; Mozley and 8) SJ 

CP 102 A Tesdorpf and Co (W altons, B and W) v Gates (T Cooper 
and Co), stayed 8J 

Ex 103 a Pag and T) v Henderson (Dawes and Sons),. 

issio: 

QB 104 Hallet and Wife (Brooks, Jenkins and Co) v Gates (T 
Cooper and Co) SJ 

CP 105 — (J P Garrod) vy Cooper (Fisher and Co), post- 


por 

QB 106 Price “D Birt) v The London and County Banking Co 
(Stephens and H) SJ 

CP 107 a Foster and Co (Waltons, B and W) v Rawlins 
(Hollams, Son & Co), commission SI 

CP 108 aieenas and Co (F W Mount) v Continental Daily Parcels 
Express (Dalton and J), commission 

Ex 109 Silberberg (in Person) v Corati (J Hill), before Sir H 

Hawkins, part heard 

QB 110 Morgan (Ingledew, I and G) v Finlay (Hollams, Son and 
C), commission 

CP 111 Armstrong and ors (Lawrance, P and B) v Callender 
(Drake and Son) SJ 

QB 112 New South Wales Marine Assurance Co (Hollams, Son and 
C)v Reade (Waltons, B and W), commission SJ 

QB 113 Alexander (J C Campbell) vy McMaster (Venning, Rand J), 


stay 
QB 114 Ochse and Co (Hollams, Son and C) v Aspinwall and Co 
Druce, Sons and J), commission SJ 

CP 115 Siiva and anr (W A Crump and Son) v Larkins and anr 
(Lowless and ve commission 

Ex 116 Brown (T H E Foord) v Groom (Pownall, Son, C and K), 
Groom v Brown, consolidated, postponed 

QB 117 Waterhouse (Lawford and Co) v London & 8 W Ry Co 

Hall) 8J 

CP 118 Coates (Stevens and H) v Same (Same) SJ 

C P 119 Leary and Co (Markby, 8 and Co) v Wiarda (G J Jennings 
commission 

Ex 120 De Bergue and Co, limd (Wilkins, B and F) v Ward and ors 
(Peacock and G; Pritchard and Son; J M Chamberlain) 
stayed SJ 

QB 121 The Central African Trading Co, limd (Flux and Co) v 
Walsh Bros (Milne, R and M), commission 

QB 122 Falkenburg and Hesse (Hollams, Son and C) v Kumpers 
and Co (W A Crump and Son), commission SJ 

Ex 123 Perry (Lewis, M and L) v Gould and anr (W F Morris) 

Q B 124 Standard Lubricating Oils Co, limd (H Kimber and Co) 
Smith (Champion and Co), commission 

CP 13 = son (Farnfields) v Culliford and ors (Hollams, Son and 

C), commission 

QB 126 Dale and Spring (Hollams, Son and C) v Wakefield (Wal- 
tons, B and W), commission SJ 

CP 127 Turnbull, Stewart and Co (Waltons, B and W) v De Putron 
(Stocken and Co), ee SJ 

QB 128 Dickinson (Haywards, K and 8) v Stanbridge (Clapham & 


F), stayed 
CP 129 Finch (H Montagu) v Dixon (Argles and R), commission 


SJ 
Ex 130 Hough and 7 (Lyne and H) v Manzanos and Co (Ingledew, 
and G) § 

QB 131 Stiebel Bros Caines, Son and C) v Cumming (Waltons, 
B and W), stayed SJ 

QB 132 Same — v Alliance Marine Insurance Co (Same),. 
stayed 8 

QB 133 dena (Same) v Uzielli (Same), stayed SJ 

Ex 134 Hackett (Scard and Son) v Gisby (Robert Wood), stayed 

QB 135 Schulte and Schemann (Hollams, Son =— pe v Hopkins, 
Gilkes and Co (Van Sandan and C), stayec 

CP 136 Berla, Lane and Co (Norton, R and Co). : t Pellas & Co 
(Lowless and Co), commission 8J 

QB 137 Stiebel Bros (Hollams, Son and C) v Pitman (Waltons, B 
and W), stayed 8J 

QB 138 J Chabot & Go (Same) v Bischoff (Same), commission SJ 

QB 139 _— Wy cated Ss = 8) v Greenhow and Co (Billinghurst 

), sta: 

Ex 140 Boyd and Co ‘Rocks & Co) v Day (G Lucas) 

Ex 141 Candy and Co (Same) v Same (Same) 

Ex 142 Same (Same) v Same (Same) 





(Zo be continued.) 
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SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


May 27.—Messrs. Harvey & Davins, at the Mart, at2 p.m., 
freehold properties (see advertisement, April 26, p. 521). 

May 29.—Messrs. DEBENHAM, Tewson, & Farmer, at the 
Mart, at 2 p.m., freehold ground-rents (see advertisem ent, 
May 17, p. 6). 

May 29.—Messrs. Harry Foster & Co., atthe Mart, at 1 p.m., 
leasehold properties (see advertisement, this week, p. 3). 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
May 22, 1879. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent, Consols, 98% Annuitias, April, ’85, 9} 
Ditto for Acucunt, June 3, 98% | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1408 
Do. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 97 Ex Bills, #1000, 24 per Ct, 22 pm. 
New 3 per Copv., 97 Ditto, £500, Do, 22 pm. 
Do. 84 perCent., Jan, 94 Ditto, 2100 & £26, 22 pm. 
Do. 2$ perCunt., Jan. '94 Bank of England Stock, 262 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 Dittce for Account. 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
Ind.Stk.,5 per Cent. July, '80,1033; Enf.Pr.5§ perCent., May, 81 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. ’88, 104 April, ’64 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. '73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
Cad Enf.Pr., 5 per C., Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 





RAILWAY STOCK. 





| 


| Railways. Paid. Closing Price. 

















Stock Bristol and Exeter ..,...sce0 100 = 
Stock Caledonian ....... 100 102% 
Stock Glasgow and South-Western .. 100 84 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 100 593 


Stock Great Northern .e..e.s.+ a ) 400 V1 




























Stock| Do., A Stock*... eee 121 
Stock (Great Southern and Western of Ireland ,.....) 100 119 
Stock Great Western—Original .ss..sscsceseseseseee] 100 983 
Stock |Lancashire and Yorkshire ....... oone 100 | 124 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast........ 100 130 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover .usccccccsseeres| 100 25 
Stock ‘London and North-Western 100 143 
Stock London and South Western ..cccscreesereeee] 100) 1345 
Stock |Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ......0...| 100 i 
Stock /Metropolitan 100, 117} 
IEE TRO se AMBINAGE , snies scsnnsncevensecroperesecseccnnsenl 200 Gat 
Stock Midland.......... 100 127 
Stock |North British 100 $1 
Stock North Eastern.cs.scssecessssessssessssvseserscsecescvee| 100 1354 
Stock North London......... sores] 100 162 
Stock North Staffordshire sc ss ececcccccccccecccoe 100 53 
Btock South Devon  sccccoccorcoscesee OEE ORES - 
tock South-Eastern 100, 187 





* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Baines.—May 12, at No.1, Park villas, St. Giles, Oxford, 
the wife of Henry Baines, solicitor, of a son. 

Duncan.—May 18, at 31, Connaught-square, Hyde-park, the 
wife of C. A. Duncan, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

Duncan.—May 14, at St. Margaret’s, Twickenham, the wife of 
George James Duncan, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, 
of a son. 

JENKINS.—May 17, the wife of William Jenkins, of 13, Cranley- 
place, Onslow-square, S.W., barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Kite.—May 17, at Haines Hill, Taunton, the wife of George 
H. Kite, solicitor, of a daughter. 

Moyian.— March 22, at Glenelg, Tobago, W.I., the wife of the 
Hon. Edward K. Moylan, Attorney-General of Tobago, of a 


son. 
Woop.—May 15, at 5, Park-lane, Stoke Newington, N., the 
wife of Wiiliam Wood, solicitor, of a son. 
MARRIAGE. 
Portrex—Hovston.—May 17, at Rawdon, near Leede, James 
Biggs Porter, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, to 
Rosina Louisa, daughter of the late Henry Houston, of The 
Elms, Frome. 


DEATHS. 

Hvupson.—May 12, at his residence, Little Burgh, Banstead, 
Surrey, after afew days’ illness, George Frederick Hudeon, 
senior partner in the firm of G. F. Hudson, Matthews, & Co., 
of 23, Bucklersbury, London, aged 79.—The last of his 
** Goldsmith ” line. 





Puitiirs.—May 17, at Cottingham, East Yorks, Charles 

ig ~~ solicitor, registrar of the county court at 

SEWELL.—May 14, at 4, Salisbury-villas, Station-road, Cam- 

pore a a formerly Attorney-General of New 
and, 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Tvuespay, May 20, 1879. 


King, Joseph Edmund Sheppard, and Edward Negus Wood, North bldgs 
Finsbury circus, Solicitors. May 13 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Limitep tn Caancery. 
Fripay, Mey 16, 1879. 

Bowing’s Patent Filter Press Company, Limited.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented May 7, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on 
May 23. Brighten and Co, Bishopsgate st Without, solicitors for 
the petitioners 

Hempstead and Company, Pheenix Iron and Cramp Works, Grantham, 
Limited,— Petition for winding up, presented May 14, directed to be 
heard before the M.R. on May 24, Aldridge and Co, Bedford row, 
agents for Towle and Co, Nottingham, solicitors for the petitioners 

Hopkins, Gilkes, and Co, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented 
May 13, directed to be heard before M.R. on May 24. Jarvis, Chan- 
cery lane, agents fur Hutchinson and Lucas, Darlington, so.icitors 
for the petitioners 

Hopkins, Gilkes, and Co, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented 
May 15, directed to be heard before M.R. on May 24. Jarvis, Chan- 
cery lune, agent for Hutchinson and Lucas, Darlington, solicitors 
for the petitioners. 

Phoenix Chemical Works, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented 
May 12, directed to be heard before the M.R. on May 24. Best and 
Co, Essex st, Strand, solicitors fr the petitioner 

Servian Copper and Iron Company, Limited.—By an order mada by 
V.C. Hall, dated May 9, it was ordered that the company be wound 
up, Andrew, Clement’s lane, solicitor for the petitioners 

Skerne Iron Works Company, Limited.—Petition tor winding up, pre- 
sented May 13, directed to be heard before M.R. on May 24. Jarvis, 
Chancery lane, agents for Hutchinson and Lucas, Darlington, 
solicitors for the petitioners 

Swedish Central Railway Company, Limited.—By an order made by 
V.C. Hall, dated May 8, it was ordered that the voluntary winding 
up of the company be continued. Ashurst and Co, Old Jewry, soli- 
citors for the petitioners 

County PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 

Moulden Water Paper Mills, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 14, directed to be heard before V.C, Little on May 26 at 
10.30 at 6 Stone buildings, Lincoln's inn. Richardson and Sun, Man- 
chester, solicitors ior the petitioners 

Tugspay, May 20, 1879. 

Anglo-American Leather Clo'h Company, Limited.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented May 16, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on 
May 30. Bailey, Tokentouse yard, solicitor for ths petitioner 

Avonside Engine Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, vre- 
sented May 19, directed to be heard before M.R.on June 14, Clirke 
and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for Fussell and Co, Bristol, soii- 
citors for the petitione:s 

By an order made by the M.R., dated May 10, it was ordered that the 
Englebourne Slate Quarries, Limited, be wound up. Roberts, Cole- 
maa st, solicitor for the petitioners 

G-neral Works Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or 
before June 18 to send their names and addresses and the particulars 
of their debts and claims to Frederick William Snell, George st, 
Mansion House. Friday, June 27 at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Holyhead Ship Building and T:ading Compsny, Limited,—Petition for 
winding up, presented May 12, is directed to be heard before V.C. 
Hallon May 30. Brund-ett and Co, King’s Bench walk, Temple, 
agents for Dew, Llangefci, solicitor for the petitioner 

Sasso Forte Collieries Company, Limited.—Creditors are required on or 
before June 30, to send their names and addresees and the particulars 
of their debts or claims to Charles Fitch Kemp, Walorook. Tilleard 
and Co, Old Jewry, solicicors for the liquidator 

County PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
TuxEspay, May 20, 1879, 

Chor'ey Co-operative Spinning and Manufacturing Company, Limited, 
—Petition Apr 3. Court ordered that the above company be wound up 

Daisyfield Cotton Spinning and Manufacturing Compasy, Limited.— 
The V.C. has fixed May 28 at 11 at 13, Winckley st, Preston, as the 
time and place fer the appointment of an official liquidator 

STannaRies OF CORNWALL. 
Turspay, May 20, 1879. z 

Saint Austel! China Clay Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up 
presented May 13, directed to be heard before the Vice-Wardea at 
Prince’s Hall, Truro, on May 28 at 11, Affidavits intended to be used 
at the hearing in opposition to the petition must be filed at the 
Registrar’s Office, Truro, on or before May 26, and notice thereof 
must at the same time be given to the petitioner, his solicitor, or his 
agent. Paul, Truro, agent for Hewlett, Essex st, Strand, solicitor 
for the petitioner 5 

Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farpay, May 16, 1879, 

Benefit Society ot Engineers, Stokers, &c, General Steam Navigation 

Company, Deptford, Kent. May 12 
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Wolverton and Stantonbury Friendly Sick Society, Wolverton, Buck- 


ingham. May 12 
Turspay, May 20, 1879. 
German Waiters’ Friendly Society, King st, Golden sq. May 14 
Guardian Benefit Society, Queen’s Arms, Queen st. y 5. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, May 16, 1879. 
Bosworth, William, Twycross, Leicester, Nurseryman. July 1. 
Orchard v Bosworth, V C Hall. Cheatle, Ashby-de-la- Zouch 
Downing, Jonathan, Gravesend, Gent. June 16. Downing v Downing, 
MR. HGarries, Coleman st, London 
Hayes, Thomas, Boughton, Kent, Farmer. June 16. Hayes v Hayes, 
VC Hall. Howlett, Maidstone 
a Ann, Manchester. June6. Grundy vGrundy,MR. Grundy, 
ury 
Ren..ick, Francis, Norfolk terrace, Biyswater. June 16. Rennick v 
Beatty, Fry, J. Carpenter, Elm ct, Temple, London 
Richardson, Chsrles Stansfield, Bayford, Herts, Farmer. June 21, 
Richardson v Gordon, V C Hall. Norris, Bedford row, London 
Smith, Sadler, Holyweil row, Carman, June 10. Mumford v Smith, 
MR. Jenkinson, Eastcneap 


TUESDAY, May 20, 1879, 
Lardner, Jane Sophia, Teignmouth, Devon. June 25, Tozer v. Dyott, 
V.C. Hall. Pearson and Whidborne, Dawlish 
Lewin, Frederick Mortimer, Bexley, E-q. June 24. Booker v. Abbott, 
V.C. Hall. Abbott and Co, New ion , Strand 
Mears, Frederick Charles, Leadenhall st, Colonial Agent. June 19, 
Fenton v. Mears,M.R. Sturton, Holbeach 
Pitman, Robert, Highgate hill, M.D. June 29. Pitman v. Pitman, 
.C, Hall. Scoles, Bedtord row 
Powell, Richard, Warley Wigorn, Worcester, Farmer. June 21. Powell 
v. Brigg, V.C. Hall. Wright, Oldbary 
Shotlander, Moses, Duke st, Aldgate, Merchant. June 17. Davison 
v. Woolf, M.R. Harte, Moorgate st 
Williams, John, Pen-y-bryn, Wrexham, Gent. June 17. Williams v. 
Evans, M.R. James, Wrexham 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Clam. 
Faiway, May 9, 1879. 


Andrews, Henry, Bound’s Green rd, Wood Green, Gent. June 10. 
Croft, Union cit, Old Broad st 

Balchin, Rev Henry James, Old Charlton, Kent, Clerk. June 30. 
Jones and Grove, Queen st, Cheapside 

Barweil, Edwari, East Dereham, Norfolk, Merchant. Jone 19. 
Wright and Barton, East Dereham 

Bateson, Henry, St. George’s rd, Southwark, Doctor in Medicine. 
June 16. Miller and Wiggins, Copthall-court, Throgmorton-st 

—_ Robert, Boston, Lincoln, Gent. May 16. Bassitt, Wain- 
leet 

sg George, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Butcher. June 1, Urry, 


yde 

Child, William Dimsdale, Finsbury place, South, India Merchant. 
Augl. Prideaux and Son, Goldsmith’s Hall, Foster lane 

Clinton, Henry Pelham Alexander Pelham, the Most Noble Duke of 
Newcastle, Clumber, Nottingham. June 10. Lake and Co, New 
sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Darbisbire, Vernon, Glaney Coed, Carnarvon, Esq. June 30. Cunliffe 
and Co, Chancery lane, London 

Ellis, Elizabeth, Bath. June 14. Horsley, Staple-inn, London 

Farrer, William Charles Love, Brayfield, Buckingham, Aug 1. Dom- 
ville and Co, New sq, Line >Ins inn 

Farrington, William, Gt Dover st, Southwark, Flour Factor. June 16. 
Miller and Wiggins, Copthall crt, Throgmorton st 

Fletcher,’ Hannah Cnoarlotte, Princess terrace, South Hampstead. 
June 24, Gray, Edgware rd 

Frail, John, Shrewsbury, Sulop, Gent. June 14, Clarke and Sons, 
Shrewsbury 

Gibbs, Wil'iam, Stratford-on-Avon, Warwick, Farmer. June 21, 
Slatter and Co, Stra:ford-on-Avon 

Houghan, Thomas, Halkin st West, Esq. June20. Freshfields and 
Williams, Bank bldgs 

Jones, Letitia, Pulveroach, Salop. June 14. Craig, Shrewsbury 

Jones, William, Penybont, Merioneth, Hotel Keeper. June 1, 
Longueville and Co, Oswestry 

Kitching, William, Ramsgate, Kent, Gent. June 24, Hilder, Jermyn 
st, St James’s 

Knight, Edwin, Wellingborough, Northampton, Gent. Aug 15. 
Burnham and Henry, Wellingborough 

Leetham, John,Kingston-upon-Hull, Gent. June 30. Rollitt and Son 
Hall 


Morgan, Edward, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Esq. June 30. Oummins, 
Chancery lane 

Moses, Joseph, Leadenhall st, Bristle Merchant, June 19. Emanuel 
and Simmonds, Finsbury circus 

Nicoll, Thomas, Marsnal) st, Soho, Clothworker. June 30, Lindsay 
and Co, Basinghall st 

Orme, Eliza, Derby. May 31. Flint, Derby 

Phillips, John, dalton, York, Farmer, June 7. Harland, Leeds 

Randall, Ellen, Arundel, Sussex. July 1. Dally, Arundel 

Remfrey, William, Queen’s s, Hyde Park, Esq. July?l0. Lee 
and Pembertons, Lincolns inn fields 

Ridley, Aun, Norton, Durham. June 24. Crosby and Archer, Steck- 
ton-on-Tees 

Roberts, Martyn John, Bath, Esq. July 3. Inman and Inman, Bath 

Robinson, Jethro Thomas, Bloomsbury sq, Middlesex, Architect. 
June 30. Carlill, Hull 

Rogers, William, Blyton, Lincoln, Farmer. May 26. Burton and Son, 
Gainsborough 

Sanderson, Sarah, Sheffield. Jaly 1. Clegg and Sons, Sheffield 

Scarrott, Mary Elizabeth, New North st, Finsbury. July 7. Blach- 
ford and Co, College hill, Cannon st 

Sibuo, Alfred, Lewisham. Kent, Gent. July 1. Farnfield, Queen 
Vic st, London 


’ 





om John, St Marks, Cheltenham, Builder. July 5. Mallory,. 
as Robert Bonsall, Leicester, Plasterer. June 24. Stevenson, 
a e John, Cray’s Hill, Essex, Gent, Msy 30. Woodard, Chelms- 

femeiipege, Wathen, Colne, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer. July 1. 


Carr, Colne 

Stephens. Joseph Jost, Bayham st, Camden Town, Gas Collector, May 
21. Paine and Co, Gresham House 

Tribe, Mary, Amhurst place, Sussex. June 14. Holmes, Arundel 

Vaughan, Joseph, Cheetham, Manchester, Dyer. June9. Payne and 
Ga'loway, Manchester 

Ward, Henry, Drayton, Leicester, Farmer. June3. Freer and Co, 
Leicester 

Ward Robert Burgess, Drayton, Leicester, Grazier, June3. Freer 
and Co, Leicester 

Wembergue, Francois Eugene, Gloucester, Esq. Junell. Ticehurst 
and Sons, Cheltenham 

Wormeley, Robert Huntingdon, Carpenter. June 2. Jennings and 
Burton, Burton-on-Trent 

Young, James Simpson, Grange-over-Sands, Lancaster, Esq. June 12. 
Coburn and Young, Leadenhall st 


Tuespay, May 13, 1879, 

Ainslie, Henry Francis, Piccadilly, Esq. June 23. Farrer and Co, 
Lincolns inn fields 

Alderson, George, Wrangthorne, Leeds. June 13, Chambers, Wrang- 
thorne, Woodhouse 

Arney, Charles Augustus, Senior United Service Club, a retired Colonel 
inHM’s Army. July 1. Winterbotham and Co, Oneltenham 

Sa Morris, Staines, Brewer. June 24. Fisherand Fisher, Leaden- 
hall st 

Baddeley, Ann, Regent st, Marylebone. July 2, Young and Co, St. 
Mildred’s ct 

Baily, Edwin, Cirencester, Bookseller. Aug 1. Sewell and Co, Ciren- 
cester 

Ball, Josepk, Brownhills, Stafford, Engineer. June 1. Willcock, Wolver-- 
hampton 

Bayley, William Rutter, Sidbury, Devon, Esq. July 1. Slee ana Co, 
Potter’s fields, Southwark 

Bernard, Joseph, Southampton, Esq. June 24, Green and; Moberly, 
Southampton 

7, William, Southsea, Bootmaker. June 24. Edgcombe and Co, 


‘ortsea 

Bird, Jobn, Carlton Colville, Suffolk, Farmer. June 14. Nicholson, 
Lowestoft 

Bird, William, Carlton Colville, Suffolk, Yeoman, Jare 14. Nicholson, 
Lowestoft 

Blakemore, John, Edgmond, Salop, Gent. June1. Heane, Newport 

Blakemore, Mary, Edgmond, Salop, Junel, Heane, Newport 

Blakey, William, Buslingthorpe, near Leeds, Wheelwright. June30. 
Eddison, Leeds 

Bowyer, Henry, Old Corn Exchange, Corn Factor. June 30, Slack, 
Guilford st, Ruszell sq 

Bulley, Caroline Mary, Park villas, Teddington. June 19. Coote, 
Cursitor st, Chancery lane 

Cannon, Mary, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset. June 1. Stacpoole 
and Son, Old Broad st, London 

Dewer, Ebenezer, Gordon st, Gordon sq, Esq. July 7. Hare and Fell, 
Surrey st, Strand 

Dicki » Nathaniel, Nottingham park, Nottingham, Pawnbroker, 
July 1. Wells and Hind, Nottingham 

Disturnal, Richard, Wedoesbary, Stafford, Coach Manufacturer. June 
24, Slater and Marshall, Buterott 

Dove, Peter Robinson, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Shipowner. June 
1. Steel, Sunderland 

Durnford, Anthony William, Stoke Devonport, Devon, Lieut-Colone} 
Royal Engineers. June 21. Tyrrell & Co, Albany court yard, Picca~-- 





dilly 

Fordham, Priscilla Ebenezer, Dover, June 24. Carnell and Sons, 
Sevenoaks ; 

Foxton, Rev George Lardner, Kempsey, Clerk. July 1. Gabriel, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 

Herbert, Thomas, Nottingham park, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. 
July 1. Welis and Hind, Nottingham 

Huckerby, William, Bingham, Nottingham, Gent. June 4. Bassite, 
Wainfleet : 

Jakins, Emma, Queenborough, Kent, Licensed Victualler. May 2}. 
Hayward and Smith, High st, Rochester 

James, Elizabeth, Derby. June 27. Sale and Mills, Derby 

Kidd, Edward, Birmiogham, Electro Plater. July 14. Taylor, Bir- 
mingham 

Manning, Frederick, Luxor st, Coldharbour lane, Clerk, June 12, 
Stany, Holland grove, North Brixton 

Miller, James, Newcastle-on-Tyoe, Surgeon. July 1. Mather and Co, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne 

Parkyn, Eliza Margery Mary, Croydon, Surrey. June 24, Borlass and 
Co, Penzance 

Peirce, Priscilla, Dover. June 24. Carnell and Sons, Sevenoaks 

Robarts, William Henry Geoffrey, Half Moon st, Piccadilly, Esq, June 
14, Reyroux and Co, Cannon st 

Ryall, Elizabeth, Chelieaham. July 1. Winterbotham and Co, Chel-- 


tenham 
Speller, James Lazarus, Finsbury st, Finsbury, Wholesale Stationer. 
July 15. Harcourt and Macarthur, Moorgate st 
Taylor, Gecrge Washington, Manchester, Gent. Jane 20, Sale and 
0, Manchester 
bye ras, Yate, Gloucester, Solicitor. June 30. Harley, 
rt P 


Toller, Thomas, Gray’s ion, Esq. June 12, Toller and Sons, Knight 
Rider st, Doctors’ Commons 

Wakeling, Mary, Maddox st, Regent st. June 24. Routh and Co, 
Southampton st. Bloomsbury 

Warren, George, King David lane, Shadwell, Carpenter. July 10. 
Swep-tone, Lime st 

Whitfield, Mary, Gower st. July 1. Wragg and Edwards, Great St, 
Helens, London 
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‘Williams, Catharine, Aberschyan, Monmouth, June1l. Boodle, New 
Swindoa 

Wills, George, Narborough, Leicester, Gent. Jaly 5. Miles and Co, 
Leicester 

Winter, Rev Alfred Litt, Oare Vicarage, nr Faversham, June 14. 
Lowe, Tanfield ct, Temple 

Wise, wy East Malling, Kent. June 25. Norton and Son, Town 
Malling 

Woolltorton, John, Oulton-next-Lowestoft, Gent. June 14. Nicholson, 
Lowestoft 

Yetton, Thomas, Gt Yarmouth, Gent. June 27. Beard and Sons, 
Basing hall st, London 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, May 16, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 


Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Denton, Robert Thomas, Moor lane, Coffee Roaster. Pet May 13. 
Murray. May 30 at 12 
Hounsel!, George Collins, St Mary Axe, Rope Manufacturer. Pet May 
14. Brougham. May 27 at !1 
Ogden, John, Cannon st, Mantle Manufacturer. Pet May 8. Hazlitt. 


May 28 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Child, Charles William, Berwick-npon-Tweed, Victualler. Pet May 12. 
Daggett. Newcastle, May 29 at 11 

Corden, Henry, Chest-rton, Stafford, Ironfounder. Pet May 13. Tennant. 
Hanley. May 28 at 1! 

Foss, William Beart, Eaton, Berks, Farmer. Pet May 12. Townsend. 
Swindon, June 3 at 3 

Johnson, Jchn Wallbarnk, Hebijen, York, Farmer. Pet May 13. 
Robinson, Bradford, May 30 at9 

Jones, William, Conway, Carnarvon, Printer. Pet May 12, Jones. 
Bangor, May 27 at 3.30 

Jordan, Thomas James, Maidenhead, Auctioneer. Pet May 12. Darvill. 
Windsor, May 31 at 11 

Luddy, Cha: les Broughton, New Charlton, Kent, out of business, ‘ Pet 
May 9. Pitt-Taylor. Greenwich, June 6 at 1 

Manley, George H , Birmingham, Auctioneer. Pet May 13. Parry. 
Birmingham, May 27 at 2 

Nightingale, Edward Smith, Blackbarn, Ironmonger. Pet May 13. 


Bo'ton. Blackburn, May 29 at 11 

Preston, John, Edgmond, Salop, Farmer. Pet May 12. Spilsbury. 
Stafford, June 5 at 11.30 

Statham, George William, Leicester, Leather Merchant. Pet May 13. 


Ingram. Leicester, May 30 at 11 

Taylor, M«rtha, Daniel Taylor, and Thomas Taylor, Road, Somerset, 
Cloth Manufacturers. Pet May 14. Messiter. Frome, May 30 at 1 

Upton, Samue!, Henry Hanson, Benjamin Farnell, Edwin Farnell, and 
Jesse Farnell, Cleckeaton, York, Combers. Pet May 13, Robinson. 
Bradford, May 27 at 9 

TuE*pay, May 20, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Ayling, Charles, Brighton, Dealer in Sewing Machines. Pet May 14. 
Jones. Brighton, June 4 at ll 

Chamen, Richard, Tewkesbury, Charminster, Dorset, Yeoman. Pet 
May 15. Symonds, Dorchester, June 3 at 11 

Cox, Stephen Fitchew, Fitz Hugh Cox, and George Chapman, Leeds, 
Leather Factors. Pet Mey 14. Cautherley, Leeds, June 4 at 11 

McCarthy, Thomas Irven, Southport, Lancashire, Agent, Pet May 17. 
Beliringer. Liverpool. June 9 at 12 

Mills, John Dodds, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, nr Manchester, Boot 
Dealer, Pet May 16. Lister. Manchester, June 9 at 11 

~s ve Warwick, Draper. Pet May 17. Campbell. Warwick, 

ay 31 at 

Roberts, William, Molland, Deven, Labourer, Pet May 14. Bencraft. 
Barnstapie, June 3 at 11 

Timewell, Stephen Wreford, Kingsbridge, Devon, Corn Merchant. 
Pet May 15. Edmonds, East Stonehouse, June 4 at 12 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Turspay, May 20, 1879. 
Jennens, Thomas Holbeck, St. Ann’s Villa, Notting hill. 
Melville, George Clougt., Manchester, Auctionser. Mar 5 
et William Henry, Maidenhead Thicket, Berks, Farmer. 
ay 


May 15 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Frrpay, May 16, 1879. 

Alderton, Potiphar, Boundary rd, St John’s Wood, Wine Dealer, 
June 9 at 10.15 at offices of Dyte and Stead, Chancery lane. Wolse- 
ley, Titchborne st, Edgwara rd 

Andrews, Arliss, Mus um st, Bloomsbury, Printer. May 27 at 11 at 
offices of Hunt and Co, Charlotte st, Bedford sq 

Arnold, Samuel, Ibstock, Leicester, Boot and Shoe Maker. May 30 at 
3 at offices of Wrightand Hincks, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Arthur, William Haddon, Atherstone, Warwick, Builder. May 30 at 3 
at offices of Nevill and Atkins, Colehill, Tamworth 

Astley, James, Manchester, Glass Merchant. June 12 at 2 at offices 
of Rideal, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Atkins, William, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Steel Manufacturer. May 26 at 
2 at offices (f Bromhead and Co, Bank chambers, George st, Sheffield 

Aulton, Arthur Daniel, Walsall, Stafford, Acconntant. May 30 at 3 at 
offices of Loxton, the Bridge, Walsall 

Barker, David, Rochdale, Lancaster, Innkeeper. May 29 at3 at the 
White Swen Hotel, Rochdale. Roberts, Rochdale 

Baxter, Jesse, and Abraham Baxter, Saddieworth, York, Felt Hat 
Mannfacturers. May 29 at 1! at offices of Fripp, Clegg st, Oldham 

Bell, Edward, Claughton, Birkenhead, Butcher. May 28 at 2 at offices 
of Thompson and Simm, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead. Francis, Bir- 
kenhesd 

Bell, Henry, Birmingham, Nai] Manufacturer. June 4 at 11 at offices 
ot Beale and Co, Waterloo st, Birmingham 





Bellamy, Richard, Lye, Worcester, Manufacturer. | 26 at 11 
‘at offices of Price High st, Stourbeides - 


Bevan, Edward, Birkenhead, W: rer. June 4 at 2 at the 
Great Western Hotel, Birmingham. Bleakley, B 

Blenzberg, Wilhelm, Greentield st, Commercial rd ayy ey Mer- 
chant. May 28 at 12 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, avenue, 
Hicks, Commercial rd 

Boettcher, Clothar Alexander Adolph, Houndsdftch, Toy Merchant. 
May 28 at 3 at offices of Cannon, King st, Cheapside 

Bradbury, Charles Henry, Croydon, Surrey, Baker. May 29 at2 at 11, 
Ironmonger lane, Cheap-ide. Pullen, Basinghall st 

Bradbury, Thomas, Willenhall, Stafford, Locksmith. May 30 at 11 at 
offices of Baker, Walsall st, Willenhall 

Brearey, James, Cracknedge, York, Broker. May 28 at 3 at offices of 
Stapleton, Union st, Dewsbury 

Bright, Thomas, Chard, Somerset, Ionkeeper. May 26 atl at Chard, 
Reed and Cook, Taunton 

Brooker, William, Frant, Sussex, Farmer. May 27 at 3 at the Camden 
Hotel, Tonbridge Wells. Stone and Simpson, Tunbridge Wells 

Browne, Alexander Coghlan, jun, Leyton, Essex, Grocer. June 4 at 3 
at offices of Harcourt and Macarthur, Moorgate st 

Chadwick, Edmund, and William Crowther, Burnley, Lancaster, 
Cotton Manufacturers. May 30 at 3 at the Woolsack Hotel, Strange- 
wags, Manchester. Sutcliffe, Burniey 

Chenney, Davii, Ennerdale Bridge, Cumberland, Grocer. May 30 at 
12 at offices of Paitson, Irish st, Whitehaven 

Ciarke, Thomas, Sheffield, Provision Dealer. June 6 at 3 at offices of 
Binns, Fig Tree lane, Sheffield 

Conroy, James Crispin, Southampton, Ironmonger. May 26 at 2.30 at 
offices of Foreman and Co, Gresham st, London. Watts, Southampton 

Cooper, Henry Clinton, Upper St Martin’s lane, Auctioneer. May 26 
at 2 at offices of Kisch, Argyil p!, Marlborough st 

Crossby, Richard Summerby, Derby, Chemist, May 29 at 3 at offices 
of Briggs, Amen alley, Derby 

Davidson, Sydney, Cheddleton, Stafford, Common Brewer. 
2 at offices of Hamshaw, Albion House, Hanley 

DeLacey, John, Wolverhampton, Pictare Frame Manufacturer. May 
30 at UI at offices of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Dickins, William, sen, Daven'ry, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. 
May 30 at 2at the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Cresswell, Daventry 

Dodson, George, Salford, Lancaster, Clothier. June 4 at 3 at offices of 
Cobbett and Co, Brown st, Manchester. 

Dolan, James, Goswel! rd, Ironmonger. May 30 at 2 at offices of Keily, 
Molyneux chambers, Goswell rd 

Duckworth, George, Leeds, Paper Dealer. May 28 at 3 at offices of 
Pullan, Bond st, Leeds 

Eddowes, John, Oxton, Chester, out of business. May 28 at 3 at offices 
of Gibson and Co, South John st, Liverpool. Collins and Co, Liver- 


Jane 11 at 


pool. 

Elgie Charles, Stockton-on-Tees, Hairdresser. May 27 at 3 at offices 
of Hunton and Bolsover, Stockton-on-Tees 

Elliott, John, Gailowgate, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Brewer, May 27 at 
2 at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastic-upon-Tyne 

Ellis, Joseph, Ribvieton, Lancaster, Brickmaker. May 29 at 3 at 
offices of Backhurst, Fox st, Preston 

Evison, William, jun, Lincoln, Catt!e Dealer. May 27 at 2.30 at offices 
of Toynbee & Co, Bank st, Lincoln 

Fink, Peter, Bedford terrace, Holloway, Baker. 
ot Cooper, Chancery lane 

Foster, John, Nottingham, Saddler. June 5 at 12 at offices of Clifton, 


May 30 at 3 at offices 


St Peter’s chambers, Nottingham 

Freemantle, James, Farnham, Sorrey, Grocer. May 30 at 12 at 164, 
Fleet st, London, Geach, Guiidford 

Gee, Ge rge, Cockshot Billinge, nr Wigan, Blacksmith, May 29 at 8 
at offices of Opre: heim, Hardshaw st, St. Helens 

Gibson, Henry, Havant, Southampton, Bailiff. May 28 at 12 at offices 
of Coxwell, High st, Lymington 

Glover, Thomas, Chesterton, Stafford, Painter. May 24 at 11 at offices 
of Tennant and Co, Cheapside, Hanley 

Gordon, Thomas, Hyde st, Oxford st, Licensed Victualler, May 26 at 
3 at offices of Kisch, Argy!l pl, Regent st 

Green, Henry Meredith Wilson, Liverpocl, Metal Broker. May 27 at 2 
at offices of Dixon and Sayers, Lord st, Liverpool 

Grimley, Charles, Parkstone r!, Peckham, Plamber. May 26 at 2 at 
offices of Parke, Warwick ct, Gray’sinn 

Grosvenor, William Charles, Lower Priddleton, Hereford, Farmer, 
May 29 at 1.30 at the Royal Oak, Leominster. Garrold, Hereford 

Halliday, John, Dewsbury, Wool Merchant. May 26 at 3 at offices of 
Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbury 

Hancock, James, Manchester, Packing Case Maker. May 30 at 8 at 
ottices of Hinde and Co, Mount st, Albert sq, Manchester 

Harris, Julivs, and Montague Harris, Liverpool, Dealers in Fancy 
Goods. June 4 at 2 at offices of Pemberton and Co, Harrington at, 


Liverpool 
Harrison, Elisha, Australian avenue, Jewin crescent, Licensed 
Victualler. May 26 at 2 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ 


avenue. Buchanan and Rogers, Basinghall st 

Hart, Lemon, Great Tower st, Commercial Olerk. June 4 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Michael, Great Winchester st 

Hawes, William Christopher, Northampton, Music Seller. May 26 at 
1 at the Goildhali tavern, Gresham st. Jeffery, Northampton 

Hawkins, Alfred, Selly Oak, Worcester, Grocer, May 25 at 3 at offices 
of Fallows, mang om Birmingham 

Hepworth, Arthur, Wombwell, York, Butcher, May 28 at 11 at offices 
of Gray, Eastgate, Barosley 

Hewett, James, Caston, Norfolk, Plumber. May 24 at 3 at offices of 
Stanley, Bank Plain, Norwich 

Higginbotham, Elizabeth, Macclesfield, Saddler. May 30 at 3 at offices 
of Barclay ani Henstock, Kxchange chambers, Macclesfield 

Hirst, George, Hurst Green, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. May 28 
at 11.30 at the Old Bull Hotel, Church st, Blackburn. . 
Clitheroe 

Hodge, William Frederick, Devoran, Cornwall, Ship Owner. May 27 
at 3 at offices of Hodge and Co, Pydar st, Truro 

Holden, James, Edgworth, Lancaster, Paper Manufacturer, Jane 10 
4 = the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Polding, 

ack buro 
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Ho'dsworth, Henry, and Joseph Holdsworth, Batiey Carr, Yorks 
Flock Merchants.’ June 4 at 10.30 at offices of Fryer, Church st, 


Dewsbury 

Howell, Ti:omas, Bristol, Brassfounder. May 27 at 1 at offices of 
Bede’), Clare st, Bristol 

Horrell, Robert, (ower Thames st, Carman. May 24 at 10 at the 
Foresters’ Arms, Black man st, Borough. Fowler, Blackman st 

‘Hutchinson, William, Liverpool, Plumber. May 20 at 4% at offices of 
Harris, Adelaide build ings, Ranleigh p!, Liverpool 

Jackson, Henry, Stretford, Lancaster, Timber Merchant. May 29 at 
3 at the Palatine Hotel, Hunt’s bank, Manchester. McEwen, Man- 
chester 

Jones, William, Tanygrisian, Merioneth, Tailor, May 30 at 2 at the 
Albion Hotel, Chester. Ellis, Four Crosses, Festiniog 


.Judkins, Catherine, Fleet st, Sewing Machine Manufacturer. June 9 


at 3 atthe Guilchall Tavern, Grerham st. Chorley and Co, Moor- 
te st 
Kendrick, Joseph, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. May 27 at 2 at 
offices of Hopper, Grainger st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
King, Horace, Grafion rd, Kentish Town, Hardwareman. May 30 at 
8 at offices of Munne and Longden, Old Jewry = 
‘Kitcher, Frank, Hastings, Upholsterer, May 28 at 11 at the Bridge 
House Hotel, London Britpge. Langham, Hastings 
Lake, Charle« Nicholson, Rawcliffe, York, Maltster. May 31 at 3 at 
the Royal Hotel, Wood st, Wakefield, Clark, Snaith 
Leopard, George Henry, Middlesborough, Innkeeper. May 28 at 2 at 
the Zetland Hotel, Zetland rd, Middipsborough. Teale, Middles- 
borough 
‘Lewis, Jenkin, Resolven, Glamorgan, Grocer. May 27 at 12 at Temple 
st, Swansea. Thomas 
Lioyd, Joseph, Birminghem, Coach Builder. May 30 at 11 at offices of 
Walford, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Lund, Thomas, and John Lund, Fleming, Lancaster, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer. May 28 at 3 at offices of Biackhurst, Fox st, Preston 
Marshall, Herbert James, Banbury, Oxford, Commis-iou Agent. May 
27 at 3 at offices of Pain and Hawtin, Bridge st, Banbury 
MelIntosh, John, Hedear, York, Baker. May 29 at 3 at offices of Pea- 
cock, Zetland rovd, Middiesborough 
MeLean, John Willi«m, Liver; ool, Greengrocer, May 27 at 3 at offices 
of Browne, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Mead, Thomas, snd Wilham Faulkner, Northamp'on. Shoe Manufac- 
turers. May 50 at 3 at Pescock Hotel, Northempton. Andrew, 
Northampton 
Millward, George, Redditch, Fruiterer. May 27 at 3 at offices of 
Maunder, Moor st, Birm ngham 
Millward, John, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler, June 6 at 2 at offices 
of Harris, Union court, Liverpool 
Milner, Joseph, irmingham, Boot and Shoe Dealer. May 27 at 3 at 
offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Mitche'l, Sarah, Allan Mitcheil, and Alonzo Mitchell, Ossett, York, 
Mungo Merchants. May 29 at 11.30 at Royal Hotel, Dewsbury. 
Wainwright and Mason, Wakefield 
Mitcheson, John, North shiel’s, Licensed Victualler. May 29 at 11 at 
Cfices of Kewney, Howard st, North Shields 
Morgan, John, Wolverhampton, Labourer. May 31 at 12 at offices of 
Rudiand, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Morris, Henry, Lianllyfni, Carnarvon, Joiner, May 30 at 3 at Castle 
Hotel, Car: arven. Jones and Roberts, Carnarvon 
Morris, Joseph, Queen st, Worship st, Cabinet Manufacturer. May 29 
at 3 at offices of Widdecombe, Metropolitan chambers, Broad st 
Myers, John, Cardigan, out of busivess. Mey 28 at 10,30 at offices of 
Collins, Broad st, Bristol. Griffith, Carmarther. 
Overton, Charles Peet, Ashby-by-Par'ney, Lincoln, Farmer. May 26 
at 3 at offices of Walker and Co, Spiliby 
Owen, Arthur Walshman, Tenby, Pembroke, Gent. May 31 at 10.30 
at offices of Mathias-Tnomas, Crackwell st, Tenvy 
‘Pardoe, Thomas, Worerster, Plumber. May 28 at 3 at offices of Allen 
and Co, Ssn-ome place, Worcester 
Peachey, Williem Joseph, Little Chesterford , Essex, Tin Plate, Worker. 
May 29 at 3 at Red Cow, Guildhall st, Cambridge. Cooper, Chan- 
cery lane, London 
Penman, William, Gateshead, Durham, Coal Merchant. May 26at 12 
at offices of Hopper, Grvinger st, Newcastle-on-Tyne 
Pepper, George Stephenson, Moss Side, Manchester, Pork Butcher. 
May 29 at 3at Falsiafi Hotel, Market place, Manchester. Clemmet, 
Manchester 
‘Pickard, Joel, Dewsbury, Bootmaker. May 31 at 12 at King’s Arms 
Hotel, Market place, Dewsbury. Walker and Son, Dewsbury 
Pitcher, Williom Mi hae!l, Chel'enham, Gloucester, Bootmaker, May 
28 at 11 at offices (f Pruen. Regent st, Cheltenham 
‘Pitt, George Frecerick, Georgiana st, Camden town, Commercial 
Clerk. May 28 at 1 at otfices of Cooper, Chancery lane 
Pogson, Seth, Gorton, Lancaster, Engine Driver. June 4 at 2 at Fal- 
staff Hotel, Market place, Mancheste:. Trem»wen, Manchester 
Poole, Eleazar, Long lane, West Smithfield, Bootmaker. May 29 at 2 
at offices of Macmullen, Praed st, Paddington 
Porteus, James Linton Purdie, Bradford, out of business. May 29 at 
11 at offiees of Beverley, Hvetiergate, Bradford 
Price, Edward, Bradford, York, Sta ioner. May 26 at 11 at offices of 
Ga: diner and Jeffery, Bond st, Bracford 
Price, Thomas, Pentre, Glamorgan, Woollen Draper. May 29 at 3 at 
Roya) Hotel. Cardiff. Morg+n, Pontypridd 
Read, Thomas, (hatham, Hatter. June 5 at 3 at Guildhall Coffee 
house, Gresham st. Piesse and 8on, Old Jewry chambers 
Reid, William, Leeds, Furniture Broker. May 29 at 3 at offices of 
Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 
Restorick, George, Axminster, Devon, Grocer. May 29 at3 at Castle 
Hotel, Cestie st, Exeter. Floud, Exeter 
Richardson, Edmund, Liverpool, Foreman; to a Tea Dealer. June9 at 
3 at «flices of Pemnerton and Co, Har:ington st, Liverpool 
(Riley, Abraham, Bradford, York, Grocer. May 28 at 11 at offices of 
Pee! and Gavut, Chapel lane, Bradford 
Roberts, John, Liverpool, Commission Agent. May 30 at 12 at offices 
of Carruthers, Lord st, Liverpoul 
Roberts, Thomas, Fourcrosses, near Pwllheli, Carnarvon, Flour Dealer. 
June 2 at | at Sportsman Hote!, Carnarvon. Roberts, Portmadoc 
Robinson, William Themas, snd George Robinson, Leeds, Woollen 
Merchants. May 29 at 3 at offices of Cousins, Bank chambers, Park 
row, Leeds 





Henry Hemblemn, Headingley, York, out of business. May 
at 3 at the Law Institute, Albion Leeds. Biter ‘a 
, oy Alfred urch, Hants, Tailor. May 24 at | at the 
Three Swans Hotel, Winchester st, Sali*burv. Whatman, 
Searby, Wright, Newcastle-up n-Tyne, Wine Merchant. May 28 at 11 
at the rocms of the Incorporated Law Society, Royal arcade, New- 
cast'e-upon-Tyne. ) 


Phi 

Shaw, John, Highgate rd, Kentish Town rd, out of business, June 4 
at 3 at offices of Payne and Henry, Lovhbury 

Shaw, Wiliam Honry, Ske! e, I » Painter. May 30 at 
11 at offices of Stuart, King st, Wigan 

Shores, George, Armley, nr Leeds, Shoe Manufacturer. May 29 at 3 
at offices of Billinton, Bank st, Leeds 

Sisling, William, Nottingham, Leather Dealer. May 30 at 12 at offices 
of Thorpe and Thorpe, Friar lane, Nottingham 

Sma'l, John, Sunderland, Innkeeper. May 30 at 3 at offices of Bell, 
Lambton st, Sunderland 

Smallwood, Thomas, Cymmau, Flint, Farmer, May 28 at 10 at offices 
of Sherratt, Regent st, Wrexham 

Smith, Char!es, Barrow-in-Furness, Coal Dealer. Muy 26 at 2 at the 
Victoria Hotel, Church st, Barrow-in-Furne:s. Jacksen, Ulverston 

Smith, Joshua, Corbridge, Northumberland, Farmer. May 27 at 2 at 
offices of Sewell, Grey st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Smith, Ormerod, Accrington, Lancaster, Tailor. May 28 at 11 at offices 
of Milnes, New st, Huddersfield 

Smithies, James, Middleton, Lancaster, Manufacturer of Hatters?’ 
Trimmings. May 28 at 3 at offices of Ritson and Grondy, Princess 
st, Manchester 

Ste venson, Richard, Nottingham, Builder. May 30 at 3 at the Assembly 
Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Everall and Turner, Notting- 

am 

Taylor, Heratio, Barrow-in-Furness, Grocer. Jone 6 at 11 at the Sun 
Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. Sims, Berrow-in- Furness 

Themas, Griffith, Pontypridd, Flannel Dealer. May 27 at 10 at offices 
of Rosser, High st, Pon'ypridéd 

Thompson, Hargreaves, Huddersfield, Traveller. May 28 at 3 at offices 
of Scholefield and Taylor, Brunswick st. Batiey 

Topliss, Abel William, Barnsley, Commission Agent, May 28 at 11 at 
offices of Senior, Regent st, Barnsiey 

Tri‘echler, Ferdinand Henry, Ca:lisie, Jewel'er. Mxy 30 at 3 at the 
Midland Hotel, New st, Birmingham. Wannop, Curlisle 

Ward, Arthur, Batley Carr, York, Rug Merchant. May 29 at 10,30 
at offices of Ridgway and Ridgway, Union st, Dewsbury 

Ward, Charles Robert, Greenwich, Manager to a Licensed Victualler, 
May 26 at 3 at offices of Laiiman, Serjsant’s ian, Temp'e 

Wardle, David, Claremont, Halifax, B erhou-e K-eper. May 29 at 11 
at offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 

Watson, Elizabeth, Fieet st, Licensed Victualler. M y 26 at 10.30 at 
Dick’s Hote!, Fleet st. Joyce, Devereux chambers, Temple 

Welch, James, Hanley, Grocer, May 24 at 10 at offices of Ashmall, 
Albion st, Hanley 

Whiles, John, Mountsorre!l, Leicester, Beerhouse Keever. June 3 at 
12 at offices of Goode and Clifford, Baxter gate, Loughborough 

Wigston, John Woolston, Austrey, Warwick, Farmer. May 30 at 11 
at offices of Nevill and Atkice, Colehil', Tamworth 

Wile x, Herbert Francis, Sunderla.d, Steam-h'p Owner. May 29 at 
3 at 32, John st, Sunderland. Simey, Suod-rland 

Willis, George William Crick, Woodford, Essex, Buider. May 31 at 2 
at offices of Evans, John st, Bed! rd row 

Wood, Jchn. Queen’s crescent, Haverstock Hill, Herdware Dealer, 
May 29 at 4 at 7, Bouverie st, Fleet st. Paterson and CO» 

Wocdlands, George, Wimbledon, Surrey, Builder. June 5 at 2 at offices 
of Harvey, Basinghall st. Mont gu, Bucklersbary 

Woods, William, Gar-ton, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. May 30 at 
12 at «flices of Culshaw, Lord st, Liverpool 

Wren, Augustus Burney, Birkenhead, Ve erinary Surgeon. May 29 at 
2 at offices of Francis, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 


Tugapay, May 20, 1879, 


Andrew, Ralph, Manchester, Merchant. June 10 at 3 at offices of 
Grundy and Co, Booth st, Manchester 
Ball, Eiwin William, Birmingham, Irenfonnder. May 30 at 12 at 
offices of Beaton and Robinson, Cuurch #, Birmin:ham 
Bannister, Hugh, Barrow-in-Furness, Timber Mercnant. June 12 at 
11 at the Imperial Hotel, Barrow-ia-Furness. Purk and Mansfield, 
Barro w-in-Furness 
Barrett, Matthew Richard, Golden lane, Bow, Licensed Victualler. 
June 4 at 12 at offices of Brown and Co, Kiog st, Cheapside. Neave, 
Cheapside 
Bartlett, William Stephen James, Guildfor*?, Daireman. June 3 at3 
at Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet st, London, Geach, Guildford 
Beaumont, George, Birmingham, Carpeuter. May 30 at 11 at offices 
ot F. ster, Bennet*’s hill, Birmingham 
Bere, Jane, and Thomas Burnard Bere, Lapford, Devon, Farmers. 
May 30 at 1! at offices of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter, Seurle, Cre- 
diton 
Bernstein, Abraham, Basinghall st, Trimming Menn‘actacer. June 9 
at 3 at offices cf Lee, Gresham buildings, Basinchall st 
Boorman, Charles, Stretton-upon-Fose, Warwick, Grocer. May 28 at 
11 at the Crown Hotel, Blockley. Barkes, Moreton-in-Marsh 
Borgen, Adolph Emil, Vere st, Oxford st, Goldsmith. June 5 at 12 at 
offices of Crump and Son, Phiipo: lane 
Boston, George, Coventry, Tailor, May 29 at 12 at offices of Peirson, 
Jordan well, Coventry. Seymour 
Bridgett, John, Stonehouse, Stafford, Stone Mason, May 28 at 11 at 
oftices of Kent, Chancery lane, Longton i 
Briggs, Robert, Blackburn, Cabinet Maker. Jane 5 at 3 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Townhall st, Blackburn, Holland, Blackburn 
Bromfield, Henry, Worcester, Wine Merchint, May 31 at 3 at offices 
of Thompsun and Taylor, Pierpoint «t, Worcester 
Brown, John Young, Sunderland, Sailmaker. May 30 at 11 at offices 
of Brown and Son, Villiers st, Sunderland 
Burrows, Themas, Barnsiey, Plumber. June 5 at 3 at the Royal Hotel, 
Church st, Barnsley. Marshall and Ownsworth, Barvsiey 
Caldecott, Geoffrey, Wrexham, Den igh, Tailor. May 30 at 12 at 
ffices of Cartwright, Pepoer st, Chester 
Campbell, Thcmas, Longten, Beerhouse Keeper. May 28 at 3 at the 
Copeland Arms Hotel, Stoke-vpon-Trent. Hollinshead, Tunstall 
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Carrier, William Henry, Wolverhampton, Builder. July 5 at 11 at 
offices of Willcock, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Chadwick, Thomas, Bolton, Gent. June 9 at 3 at offices ot Taylor and 
Sons, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Chariton, James Sid le, West Hertl 1, Merchants’ Clerk. May 28 
at 11.30 at offices of Todd, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Chreiman, George Themas, Cheltenham, Carver. June 4 at 11 at 
offices of Pruen, Regent st, Cheltenham E 

Cockburo, George William, Haymarket, Commission Agent. July 14 
at 2 at the Charing Cross Terminus Hotel, Strand, Duncan and Co, 
Bloomsbury sq 

Coben, Lewis, Grace’s alley, Wells st east, Outfitter. May 29 at 3 at 
offices of Barnett, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st 

Collis, Wiliiam,and Jane Jemina Collis, Southampton, Bootmakers 
May 30 at 1! at offices of Davis, Portland st, Southampton, Perkias 
and Candy, Southampton 

Coo, William, Leeds, Auctioneer, May 30 at 1 at offices of Rooke and 
Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 

Cooke, Williom, Ferry hill, Durham, Joiner. June 6 at 11.30 at offices 
of Salkeld, Elvet bridge, Durham 

Cox, James, Barrow-in-Furnesa, Builder. June 4 at 2 at 17, Strand, 
Barrow-in-Furness. Taylor, Barrow-in-Furness 

Craver, Matthew Smith, aod William Smith Craven, Kingston-upon- 
Hull, Wood Turners. May 30 at 11 at the Imperial Hotel, Paragon 
st, Kingston-upon-Hull. Woodhouse and Peach, Kingston-upon- 
Hull 


Daniel, William, Wigan, Drap2r. June 3 at 11.30 at offices of France, 
Church gete, Wigan 

Darbon, John Warren, High st, Brentford, Stationer. May’ 30 at 1 at 
offices of Faithfull and Owen, Westminster chambers, Victoria st 

Davis, Thomas Holme, Lewisham, Wine Merchant. June 3 at 2 at 
offices of Linklater and Co, Walbrook, London 

Dawson, Frederick Wilham, Lower Broughton, Lancashire, Merchant. 
June 9 at 3 at offices of Best, Ridgefield, Manchester 

D wnes, Denis Sidney, Kentish Town rd, Surgeon. May 29a t 2 at 
Offices of Scott, King William st 

Tatton, Georce, Sirangeways, Manchester, Horse Dealer. June 3 at 11 
at cflices of Blakeway, Deansgate, Manchester ; 

Edwards, James Mainwaring, and William Benson, 3irmingham, Iron 
Merchants. June 3 at !1 at the Queen's Hotel, Stephenson pl, Bir- 
mingham. Duignan and Co, Walsall 

Elkington, CLristopher, New England, Northampton, Publican. June 
5 at 12 at offices of Gaches, Cathedral gateway, Peterborough 

Emanve!, John, Britonferry, nr Neath, Pilot. May 29 at 11 at offices 
of Davies, Alma p!, Neath 

Enne's, Eliza Ann, Harwich, Butcher, June 13 at2 at the Pier Hotel, 
Earwich, Pollard, Ipswich 

Evans, William, Pontyeates, Carmarthen, Draper. June 4 at 10,15 at 
offic s of Grittiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 

Fallows, William, Manchester, Potato Salesman, May 30 at 3 at 
offices of Heath and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 

Fel:hem, James 2vwland, Richmond, bootmaker, May 29 at 3 at offices 
of Wood, Fish st hill 

Fisher, William, Sheffield, Iron Broker. May 30 at 12 at the Rooms 
of the Incorporated Law Society, Aldine ct, High st, Sheffield. 
Wot-cn and Esim 

Ford, Jonas Robert, West Hartlepool, Timber Merchant. June 6 at 3 
at offices of Beil, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Giller, Herrmann, Rattray rd, Brixton, Fancy Leather Case Maker. 
May 380 at 2 at offices of Morris, Carter lane, Doctors’ commons 

Glaves, Thomas Wyrdham Lewis, Cardiff, Brewer. June 5 at 1 at 
ofices of Tribe and Co, Aibion chambers, Bristol. Williams, 
CarJiff 

God-on, William, West Gorton, Manchester, Joiner. May 29 at 3 at 
offices of Sumner, Marsden st, Manchester 

Gooden, Richard Henry, Thomas Varley, and Samuel Brentnal!, Man- 
chester, Bleachers. June Il at2 at offices of Addleshaw and War- 
burton, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Grace, John, Winslow, Buckin.ham, Builder. May 31! at ll atthe 
White Hart Hotel, Buckingham, Whirehorn, Banbury 

Graves, Maria, Firby, York, Farmer. June 2 at 12.30 at offtces of Teale, 
Market pl, Bedule. Jefferson, Northallerton 

Gray, William, Kingsten-upon-Hull, Cooper. June 4 at 3 at the 
White Hart Hotel, Silver st, Kingston-upon-Hull. Iveson and Son, 
Kingston-upon-Hull 

Grey, Robert Ralph, Rochdale, Schoolmaster, May 30 at 2.30 at offices 
ot Brierley, Butt’s avenue, Rochdale 

Hal’, Joseph, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. June 4 at 3 at the Law In- 
stitucon, Albion pl, Leeds. Nelson and Co 

Hanson, John Hopkins, Linton, Derby, Farmer, May 30 at 3 at offices 
of Jennings and Burton, High st, Burton-upon-Trent 

Hardie, David, Whitehaven, Ironmonger. May 30 at 12 at offices of 
Att r, New Lowther st, Whitehaven 

Hayward, David, Poole, Draper. June 8 at 2 at the Inne ot Court 
Hotel, Holborn, London. Dickinson 

Hems, Thomas, forston st, City rd, Carman. June 4 at 3 at offices of 
Panne}! and Co, Girdlers’ Hall chambers, Basinghall st. Beard and 
Sens, Basinghall st 

Hibbert, Thomas, Manchester, Woollen Rag Merchant. Junel0 at3 
at 1, st Peter’ssq, Manchester. Sale and Co, Manchester 

Hinder, George, Alfred Hnder, John Hinder, and Eli Hinder, Bristol, 
nos oe samecstac May 30 at 2 at offices of Sibly, Exchange west, 
sriste. 

Ho’'gkiss, William, Birmingham, Draper, May 29 at 12 at offices of 
Smith, Temple st, Birmingham 

Hoo; er, George Marshall, Sevenoaks, Wine Merchant. June 8 at 12 
at the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn, Middlesex. Phillips, Hastings 

Hooper, Giles, Treherber:, Glamorgan, Grocer. June 3 at 12 at offices 
of Morgan, Mill st, Pontypridd 

Hum, hreys, James, Haverstock hill, of no occupation. May 31 at 11 
at Mullen’s Moiel, Ir lane, Cheapsid Holland, St 
Saithin’s jane 

Humphreys, William, and Henry James Shoolbred, Manchester, 
Meichants, May 30 at 4.30 at offices of Sale and Oo, Booth st, 
Manebester 

Irgle, James, Leeds, Joiner. May 80 at 11 at offices of Rooke and 
Midgiey, White Horse st, Boar jane, Leeds 








Ingram, Evan, Ban gor, Carnarvon, Bookseller. June 10 at 2 at the 
Liverpool Arms Hotel, Chester. Roberts, Bangor 

Inman, John, and Thomas Inman, Walton, York. Farmers. Jane 6 ab 
3 at the Angel Hotel, Wetherby, Coates and Son, Wetherby 

Irish, David, Kidsgrove, Stafford, Provision Dealer. May 30 at3 at 
offices of Hollinshead, Tursial! 

Ison, John, Wellington, Salop, Grocer. June 4 at 2 at the Great Wes- 
tern Hotel, Birmingham. Newill, Wellington 

Jones, Edward, Manchester, Tailor. May 26 at 12 at the Falstaff Hotel,. 
Market pl, Manchester. Ambler, Manchester 

Jones, Hugh, Tae Brook, nr Liverpool, Draper. June 3 at 3 at offices 
of Lupton, Harricgton st, Liverpool 

Jones, Ralph Milburn, Essex rd, Cheesemonger. June 9 at 2 at offices 
of Tanner, Circus place, Finsbury circus 

Jones, Samuel Walter, Kingsdown, Bristol, Painter, May 30 at 11 at 
offices of Sibly, exchange West, Bristol 

Kent, David, Kiusop, Dorset, Builder. May 30 at 11 at offces of Bar- 
rett, Hill st, Poole 

Kiddie, Andrew Webster (not Hiddie as previously printed),' South-- 
port, Joiner. May 22 at 11 at offices of Walton and Smith, Devon- 
shire bui'dings, East Bank st. Southport 

Kilbourn, Samue!, Walsall, Stafford, Harness Manufacturer. May 30 
at 3 at offices of Cotterell, Bridge st, Walsall 

Kinsey, Henry, Petworth, Sussex, Tailor June 6 at 11.30 at the Inns. 
of Court Hotei, Holborn. Mant, Storiington 

Leach, Thomas, Salford, Lan:ashire, Provision Dealer, June 10 at 3 
at offices of Evans, Albert sq, Manchester 

Ledgard, Alfre’, St George's rd, Southwark, Poblicin, June 5at 2 
at officos of Crosse and Co, Lancaster piace, Strand 

Leech, William, Victoria rd, Hackney Week, Chemist, June 2 at3 at 
offices of Holloway, Bail's Pond rd. Cooper, Chancery lane 

Lewis, Tuomas, Ludlow, Salop, Baker, June 4 at 11 at offices of 
Weyman, Mill st, Ludlow 

Lewis, William, Caerphilly, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. May 30: at 12 at 
offices of Cousins, St Mary's st, Curdiff 

Lightwood, Charles William, Leamington, Warwick, Cosch Builder. 
June 3 at 3 at otfices of Wright and Hassall, Dormer place, Leaming- 


ton 

Lingham, Henry, Cobham, Kent, Beerhouse keeper. June 3 at 3 at 
offices of Bassett, Eastgate, Rochester 

Lloyd, John Leon, Wednesbury, Stafford, Ironmonger. June 6 at 3 at 
offices of Tinsiey, Priory st, Dadiey 

Matthers, Frederick, and Jobn Harrison, Leeds, Cloth Finishers 
May 30 at 3 at offices of Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 

Maxwell, Peter, Boston, Linc»in, Physician. June 3 at 11 at offices of 
Yarborough, Church st, Boston 

May, Wiliam, Brierley hill, Stafford, Beerhouse keeper, May 30 at 3 
at offices of Stokes and Harper, Priory st, Dudley 

McGill, George, Bristol, Masor. May 30 at 11 at offices of Hulbert, 
High st, Bristol . 

McKie, Robert Alexander, Manchester, Boot Maker. May 30 at 3 at- 
offices of Walker, St Aun st, Manchester 

Middleton, Willam Heory, Highest, stoke Newinzton, Lead Merchant, 
Jone 5 at 3 at offices of Andrews and Mason, Ironmonger lane, 
Cheapside, Barrett, John st, Bedford row 

Moat, Elijah, Southport, Ironmonger. May 30 at 3 at offices of Threl- 
fall, London st, Southport : 

Morgan, John William, Pontycymmer, Cwmgarw, Glamorgin, Builder.. 
June 6 at 1 at offices of Morgan and Scott, High st, Card 

Motte, Arthur Clarendon, Leicester, Uphol+terer. June 5 at 12 at. 
offices of Harvey, Selborne buildings, Millstone lane, Leicester 

Nokes, James Studiey, Tharistone, York, Woojlen Cloth Manufacturer. 
June 5 at 3 at the George Hotel, Huddersfie d. Dransfieid, Penistone,. 
nr Sheffield 

O’Brien, Eugene, Liverpool, Baker. June 4at3at ofSces of Yates 
and Co, Water st, Liverpool 

Oppenheim, Joseph Guttmann, Leeds, Woollen Draper, May 31 at 1B 
at the Law Institution, Albion place, Leeds, Lodge, Leeds 

Osborne, Harry, Birmingham, Bear Retailer. May 30 at 3 at offices of 
Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Parker, George Croft, Great Grimsby, Butcher. May 30 at 11 at the 
Dolphin Hotel, Cleethorpe. Watts 

Pinkney, William, Barton, York, Sheep Doctor. June 4 at ll atoffices- 
of Wooler, Priestgate, Darlington 

Pocknall, George, sen, South Darenth, Kent, Farmer, June 6 at 3 at 
the Chequers Inn, Varenth, Gibson, Dartford 

Pugh, William, Wem, Salop, Tailor. June 2 at 12,30 at offices of 
Bygott, High st, Wem 

Raine, John Pearson, Marple, Cheshire, Shroud Manufacturer. June 
2 at 3 at offices of Harris, Blae Boar ct, Manchester 

Hopkins, William Randolph Innes, Isaac Wilson, and Edgar Gilkes,. 
Middlesborough, Iron Masters. May 30 at I! at the Queen Hotel, 
Zetland rd, Middlesborough. Dodds and Co, Stockton-on-Tees 

Read, Walter Edwin, Coveniry, Licensed Victualler. May 29 at 11 at 
offices of Hughes and Masser, Littie Park st, Coventry 

Reynolds, Jovn, Hurley, Berks, Plumber. May 29 at 11 at the Bell 
Hotel, Maidenbead. Batiing, Great Marlow 

Richardson, Richard Moore, and Robert ]William Hinmers, Manches- 
ter, Merchants, June 11 at 3 at offices of Boote and Edgar, Booth st,, 
Manchester 

Righton, William John, Euston rd, Zinc Worker, June 4 at 3 at offices 
of Lane, Gresham st 

Rippin, John, jun, Geddington, Northampton, Wood Dealer, June 3- 
at 2 at the George Hote], Kettering. Preedy, Kettering 

Robinson, Aaron, sen, Chesterfield, Colliery Proprietor. May 28 at3. 
at offices of Cutts, Market Hall chambers, Chesterfield 

Robinson, Aaron, Helmsley, York, Farmer. June 6 at 2 at ths Court 
house, He:msley. Pearson, Helmsley 

Robinson, Greenwood, Kingston-upon-Hull, Builder, June 4 at 11 at 
offices of Mends and Penny, Parliament s1, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Regerson, Jonathan, Blackburn, Licensed Victualler, May 36 at 11 at 
offices of Radchffe, Clayton st, Blackburn 

Rove, Joriah, Leigh, Lancashire, Newspaper Proprietor. June 3 at 3. 
at the Court Hctei, Church et, Leigh. Marsh and Son, Leigh 

Rose, William, Marnhull, Dorset, Beerhouse keeper. June 9 at 2 at 
the Swan Inn, Sturminster Newion. Atkinson, Blandford 

Rouse, Orbe! Ezra, Bury st Edmunds, Tinoman. June 7 at 12 at the 
Guildhall Coffee house, London, Leech, jun 
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Saunders, Frederick, Shanklio, Isle of Wight, Corn Merchant. June 
3at 3 at the Star Hote), Newport. Damant 
, William, Nottingham, Hosiery Manufacturer. June 4 at 11 
at offices of Wells and Hind, Fletcher gate, Nottingham 
Seward, Frederick John, and William Norris, Frome, Somerset, 
Builders, June 4 at 1 at offices of Dunn and Payne, King st, 
Frome 
Sheppard, Thomas William, Deptford, Kent, Tool Dealer. June 4 at4 
at offices of Parkes, Queen Victoria st 
Silvester, Frederick, Smethwick, Stafford, Coal Merchant. June 5 at 
11 at offices of Jackson, High st, West Bromwich 
Simpson, Joseph, Shoe lane, News Agent. June 9 at 3 at offices of 
Cooper, Chancery lane 
Singleton, George, Richmond, Surrey, Tailor. June 5 at 10 at offices 
of Jones, Bank buildings, Wandsworth 
Smith, Albert, Bradford, York, Grocer. May 31 at 10 at the Creditors’ 
Association, Parkinson’s chambers, Market st, Bradford 
Smith, David, Mountain Ash, Glamorgan, Provision Merchant. June 
2 at 3 the Queen’s Hotel, St Mary st, Cardiff. Phillips, Aberdare 
Smith, Edward, North Shields, Draper. May 30 at 11 at offices of 
Kewney, Howard st, North Shields 
Smith, James, Bolton, Lancashire, Grocer. June 2 at 3 at offices of 
Dntton, Hotel st, Bolton 
Spanton, William, Nonington, Kent, Farmer. June 5 at 3 at the Royal 
Oak Hotel, Dover. Mowil, Dover 
Starmer, Thomas, Northampton, Boot Manufactarer. June 6 at 12 at 
the Angel Hotel, Bridge st Northampton. Wright and Hincks, 
Leicester 
Summerseales, Robert, Thornhill Edge, nr Dewsbury, Beerhouse 
keeper. May 30 at 10.30 at offices of Ridgway and Ridgway, Union 
st, Dewsbury 
Sutcliffe, Booth, Halifax, Engineers’ Tool Maker. June 3at11 at the 
White Swan Hotel, Princess st, Halifax. Longbottom, Halifax 
Swann, Robert, Askham Richard, William Clough, and Frances Eliza- 
beth Swann, York, Bankers. June 5 at 11 at Harker’s Hotel, York. 
Smithson and Son, York 
Tyso, John, Coventry, Boot Maker. May 27 at 12 at offices of Burgess, 
Berridge st, Leicester. Kilby, Coventry 
Udell, William Clayton, Brockley rd, New Cross, out of business. May 
30 at 2 at offices of Wedlake and Letts, Mitre ct, Temple 
Voisey, Wiliiam Clark, Bristol, Bootmaker. June 5at2 at offices of 
Phillips, Corn st, Bristol, Salmon, Bris'ol 
Waite, Samuel, Bradford, York, Bookseller. May 30 at 2 at offices of 
Robi and Robi . Keighley 
Ward, Alfred Harrison, Swinefleet, York,Grocer. June 4 at 1 at the 
Lowther Hotel, Goole. Stead and Sibree, Hull 
Warrener, Thomas, New Herrington, Durham, Grocer. June 10 at 1 
at the Neville Hotel, Newcastle-npon-Tyne. Wilkes, Darlington 
Watson, Christopher, Black Hill, Durham, Timber Merchant. June 5 
at 11 at offices of Brodie, Townhall, Consett. Welford, jun, Consett 
Wells, Wiliam, Ramsgate, Ironmonger. June 7 at 2 at the Guildhall 
Coffee house, Gresham st, London. Sparkes, Ramsgate 
Weste:man, Charles, Huddersfield, Rug Manufactarer. May 31 at 11 
at offices of Bottomley, New st, Huddersfield 
Whitworth, Philip Henry, Kingston-upon-Hull, Yeast Merchant. May 
*30 at 3 at offices of Jackson, Imperial chambers, Bowlalley lane. 
Kingston-upon-Huli 
Wilby, Joseph, Ossett, York, Fruit Dealer. June 3at3 at offices of 
Burton, Wood st, Wakefield 
Wilde, George, Holme-upon-Spalding Moor, York, Farmer. June 4 at 
12 at offices of Shaw, Howden 
Williams, John, Trebanog, Glamorgan, Grocer, June 5 at 12 at offices 
of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 
Williams, Williams, Pwliheli, Carnarvon, Grocer. June 5 at 12 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Chester. Owen, Pw'lhelli 
Winterbottom, Edwin, Manchester, Coal Merchant. June 4 at 3 at 
the Townhall chambers, Ashton-under-Lyne. Bradbu ry 
Worrall, Henry, Walsall, Stafford, Saddler. June 4 at1l at offices of 
Cotterell, Bridge st, Walsall 








SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 

ast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheap 





OTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Schedules of’ 
Estates under the charge of the Administrators-Generalof Ben-- 
gal, Madras, and Bombay, respectively, for the half year ending 30th 
June, 1878, have been received, and are epen to the inspection of the 
public in my Department of this Office. 

A list of sums remitted by the several *Administ G land 
Official Trustees previously to Ist January, 1878, for payment in this 
country, which remain unclaimed, ie also open for inspection in my: 
Department. J. 8, OLIPHANT, 

Official Agent to Admini G 1 of India. 

India Office, 22nd May, 1879. 


UNIVERSITY OF LONDON. 
*OTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the next 
Half-yearly Examination for MATRICULATION in this Univer-- 
sity will commence on MONDAY, the 30th of June, 1879, In addition 
to the Metropolitan Examination, Provincial Examinations will be held 
at Owen’s College, Manchester; Queen’s College, Liverpool; Queen’s 
College, Birmingham; St. Cuthbert’s College, Ushaw; Stonyhurst 
College ; St. Patrick’s College, Carlow ; St. Stanislaus Colle "Palla 
more; University College, Bristol, and (for Ladies only) at Li 
College, Cheltenham. 
Every Candidate is required to transmit his Certificate of Age to 
the Registrar (University of London, Burlington Gardens, London,. 
W.) at least Fourteen Days before the commencement of the Examina- 


tion. 
WILLIAM B, CARPENTER, M.D., Registrar. 
May 2ist, 1879. 


AWYERS’ PRAYER UNION.—It is proposed 

4 tohold another Social and Religious Meeting in London for 
Barristers and Solicitors and their Clerks only, on THURSDAY, 
JUNE 12, 1879. Mr. GAINSFORD BRUCE in the Chair. Any gentle- 
man in the Legal Profession or their Clerks who desire to attend or 
will assist in inviting others are requested to apply to Mr. H, ©. 
Nisset, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


A LADY wishes to recommend a Trustworthy: 

Married Couple, without incumbrance, to take Charge of a. 
House occupied by members of the Legal Profession where the wife 
could act as Laundress on ths usual terms.—Address to A, B,, Water’s - 
Library, Westbourne-grove, Paddington, W. 


Fo SALE, a Complete Set of THE LAW RE- 

PORTS, bound in calf, including the Consolidated Digest, 1866 to 
1875, the Triennial Digest, 1876 to 1878, and the current year’s Reports. 
A splendid copy. From the library of a barrister deceased.—Address 
**Exor,” care of Messrs, Clowes, 51, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Atszzrtr Sr. Pav. 
(M.A. Oxon), Solicitor, prepares gentlemen for theirPreliminary, 
Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either privately, or in class, 
Resident pupils received.—Address, 11, Staple-inn, London, W.C. 


SOLICITORS haying Clients, Patrons of Church 
kw Livings, the Advowsons of which they wish to Sell, and for that 
purp ose are desirous of presenting an aged Incumbent, may hear of 
such a one.—Address, *‘ Rector, M.A.” at the office of this paper. 


ISSUE OF SECOND HALF OF CAPITAL. 
OUSE PROPERTY and INVESTMENT COM. 
PANY (Limited), 92, Cannon-street, London, E.0., seven doors 
east of the Cannon-street Station.—Capital £1,000,000, in 40,000 fully 
paid-up shares of £25 each, for the Purchase and Sale of productive 
and progressive House Property, and IMPROVING THE DWELI-. 
INGS OF THE WORKING CLASSES ON THE SELF-SUPPORT- 
ING PRINCIPLE. Registered March 15, 1876. 
PROGRESS, 
Estates purchased, 123, fur £596,798, 
Reserve Fund upwards of £27,000. 
Number of Shareholders, 1,830. 
Profitable re-salee made from time to time. 
CAPITAL ALLOTTED, 






































Shares. Amount. 

Ist Issne at par......... 4,000... +. £100,000 
2nd sy, £i prem. 4,000... ee £100,000 
8 a 4,000 w. .. $100,000 
4th yy £3 he «» £100,000 
Sth sy £4 yy 4,000 ae .. £100,000 
6th = yy £5 yy OP aw ed £14,950 
escccescncce | SO508 £514,950 


Tota . 
SIXTH ISSUE, 4,000, £25 esch, at £5 per share premium. 59% 
have been already allotted, and the remainder are in course of 





= Chocolate, anil may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
ai . 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 

(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
‘Will be glad to forward his new Pampblet gratis and post-free, which 
ad the only perfectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 








The present premium has been fixed to place on a fair level the old 
shareholders and pregent entrants. 
Current rate of interest on Shares, SIX PER CENT. 





For latest particulars, apply to W. H. BASDEN, Secretary. 
EDE AND 50N 
ROBE - MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chaneallor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench . 


rpora of » &e. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY CLERGY GOWNS, BC 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
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HE STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE COM- 
PANY.—Established 1825, 


ANNUAL REPORT, 1879. 


The FIFTY-1 HIRD ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING of the Com- 
pery was beld at Ecinburgh, on Tuesday, the 22nd ef April, 1879, 
HENRY DAVID*ON, Esq., Muirhoute, in the Chair, when the follow- 
ing results were communicated :— 

Amoopnt proposed for Assurance during the year 1878 

(2,247 Proposals) ........0:20-0: ss.sssssreveeeseesessersscovcecs Solyh32,031 0 10 
Amov Bo! Assurances accepted during the year 1878 

(1,€1.0 Policies) ......... weeeee oe =1,111,065 8 4 
Annual! Premiums on new Policies during the year 1878 38,476 lL 5 
Claims by death during the yesr 1878, exclusive of 

mer ee 
Amount of Assurances accepted during the last five 

ae 6,220,234 10 7 
Subsisting Assu 

which £1,509,911 lus. 9d. is Re-assured with other 

SIPUR eietens axvagn casei oases cuscasiqns chipanie« winsauniastsvarenechs MAOUUER:. 2. w 
Revenue, upwards of £800,000 Sterling per ancum. 
Accumulstec Funds, upwards cf Five Millions and a Quarter Sterling. 

The Repcrt, Tables of Rates, ard ell further information can be ob- 
tained on epplicaticn, 

Colenis) ard Fcreign Aseurances.—Assurances granted on the lives 
of persons preceeding abroad. Brarch offices and agencies in India 
and all the British Colonies. 


H, JONES WILLIAMS, General Secretary for England, 


London—82, King William-street, E.C., and 3, Pall Mall East, 8.W. 
Badinburgh—3 and 5, George-street (Head Ortice). 
Dublin—66, Upper Seckviile~street, 








AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,500,000 sterling. ; 
Chairman—James Cupvon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C. Pemnerton, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors invite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is free from a!l conditions, 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent, 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


HE NEW ZEALAND AGRICULTURAL 

COMPANY (Limited). Capital £1,000,000 in 50,000 Shares of 

£20 each. Shares already disposed of (including those allotted to the 
vendors) 27,233, amounting to £544,660, Amount paid op £398,665. 


TRUSTEES FOR DEBENTURE HOLDERS. 


Sir Daniel Cooper, Rart., Sir W. J. M. Cuninghame, Bart., M.P., and 
Sir Sydney Waterlow. Bart., M.P. 





DIRECTORS. 

William Clark, Esq., C.E., 9, Victoria Chambers, Westminster. 

W. J. Mudie Larnach, Esq., late Colonial Treasurer and Minister of 
Railways, New Zealand ; 118, Holland Road, Kensington, W. 

Mejor-General Patrick Maxwell, Westmont, Ryde, I. W. 

Captain R. C. Mayne, R.N., C.B., 10!, Queen’s Gate, South Kensing- 
ton. 

R. M. Robertson, Esq., 12, Stanley Gardens, Kensington Park. 

f. Selby Tancred, Esq., Sheep Farmer, New Zealand; 6, Inverness 
Terrace, Hyde Park. 

Sir Julius Vogel, K.C.M.G., late Premier of New Zealand, 135, Crom- 
well Road, Scuth Kensington. 


LOCAL BOARD, DUNEDIN. 
The Hon. W. H. Reynolds, J.P., Member of the Legislative Council of 
New Zealand, Director of the Colonial Bank of New Zealand, 
Alfred Chetham Strode, Esq., J.P., Chairman cf the Colonial Bank of 
New Zealand. 
G. M. Bell, Esq., J.P., Sheep Farmer, 
P. K. McCaughan, Esq., J.P., Sheep Farmer, 


Bankers—The Bank of Fngland. Ireland—The Bank of Ireland. 
Scotland—The Union Bank of Scotland. New Zealand— 
The Bank of New South Wales. 


Solicitors—Messrs. John Mackrell & Co., 21, Cannon Street, London ; 
Messrs. Sievwright & Stout, Dunedin, 


Auditors—Messrs. Deloitte, Dever, Griffiths, & Co. 
Secretary—John Scott Cavell, Esq. 
Registered Ofice—No. 110, Cannon Street, 


The Directors offer for sale the balance of the Shares—£1 on appli- 
cation and £4 one month after allotment. Applications will be dealt 
with in the order of their receipt. 

Calls not to exceed £2 10s. each per share, or to be made at less inter- 
vals than three months, one month’s notice being given. It is notex- 
pected that so much as £10per share will be celled up, but allottees 
desiring to ay up in fall may do so, with the consent of the Directors, 
and interest at the rate of £6 per cent. per annum will be allowed on 
the amounts paid in advance of calls. 

Forms of Application for Shares, and the second edition of the Pros- 
pectos, containing particulers of the contracts which have been entered 
into, and copies of Mapsand Reports and Valuaticns of the Properties, 
and full Report of the Statutory Meeting, can be obtained on applica- 
tion personally, or by post to the Secretary, 110, Cannon Street. 





HE NEW ZEALAND AGRICULTURAL 
COMPANY, LIMITED, Issues MORTGAGE DEBENTURES at 
6, 54, and 6 PER CENT. The Company can now undertake all kinds 
of Agency Business and the Management of Properties in the Colony. 
A limited number of Cadets will be received by the Company from 
time to time to proceed to New Ze:land to learn Sheep Farming and 
Agriculture. Applications to be made to the Secretary, from w! 
the necessary papers cau be obtained. 
110, Cannon-street. JOHN SCOTT CAVELL, Secretary. 


NION BANK OF AUSTRALIA, 


Established 1837. 
Paid-np capital ..eccecccsccceeeseeeseee £1,487.500 
Reset SS PURE «0 coccce secececcenescoeecees 783,500 
LETTEKS of CKEDITand BILL’ on DEMAND, or at Thirty Days’ 
Sight, are granted on the Bank’s Branches throughout Australia and 
New Zealand. BILLS on the Colonies are negotiated and sent for 
collection. DEPOSITS are received, at notice, and for fixed period’, on 
terms which may be ascertained on application. 
W. R. MEWBURN, Manager. 
1, Bank-buildings, Lothbury, London, E.C. 





Sa) 


EEDS CORPORATION CONSOLIDATED 
FOUR PER CENT. DEBENTURE STOCK.—Applications are 
invited for investment in the above security.—Full particulars may be 
obtained from Messrs, FREDERICK Bansuay & Sons, Bartholomew- 
iane, London ; or Mr. Wm. Derry, Borough Accountant, Leeds. 


"HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
Brancuzs in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong, 

CurrENT Accounts are kept at the tlead Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with Lon‘on bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :~ 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 
upon, 

— issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
9 the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates AND Purcuasvys effected in British and foreign securities, in 
— India Stock and joans, and the safe custody of the same under- 
taken. 

Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized, 

Every other description of banking business and money agency. 
British and Indian transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairmap. 





AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS. 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS. 


This new Ink supplies the demand continualiy made but never 
before met, for a Red Ink which is uwinjared by Steel or other 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left iv this ink for months do not impair 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded by it. 
The existing Red Inks rapid'y destroy Steel Pens, and lose their red 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens. This new colour 
isa very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The colour of this ink is 
not affected by use upon parchnient, and is consequently of great 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen. 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s.,3¢; and Imperial Quarts of 
Oounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and ls, . 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 


direct the attention of the Lega! Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special ine 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrictest 
care and promptitude assured. Otlicially stamped forms for adverstise 
ment and file of ** Leadon Gazette " kept, By apvointment. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and enna 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property an 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each moi 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, B.C. 
or wil! be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for insere 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 


| (ecm ’S LL WHISKY. 








J INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Pure, Mild and 


Mellow, Delicious and most Wholesome. Universally recom- 
mended by the Profession. The Cream of Old trish Whiskies, 


INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Dr. Hassall says— 
“ Soft and Mellow, Pure, well Matured, and of very excellent 
quality.” 
INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Gold Medal, Paris 
Exhibition, 1878 ; Dublin Exhibition, 1865, the Gold'Medal. 

_ 20, Great Titchfield Street, London, W. 














